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ny HEN: Fpubliſhid my Two Letts" to 
*Mr. G. T'had 'good Reaſon to. expe 
an Anſwer from him, who began the 
Controverſie. But 'it ſeems he had 
better Reafor to forbear".(and It is' not: hard to' gueſs"at 
it ) and I am turned'over” to one', who!'pretends to 
write Catholick Letters againſt me. 1 have'a great 
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| CEE 

Hieve them written by an Infallible Spirit ; but for theſe 
 Datholick Letters, though their whole deſign be Infal- 
Fbztiy;, yer T cannot find fomuch as a fair Probability 
in them. But why muſt theſe be calld Carholrck Ler- 
ters ? Are they written by ſome Catholick Biſhop, to 
give an Account of his Faith, according to the Cuſtom 
of the Antient Church ? Is it, that the DoQrine con- 
tained inghem Þs undogbtedtyCarbotick ? So'far from 
it, that Tſhall makeit appear,that no one Church of the 
Chriſtian World ever own'd it. But, ſuppoſe, it had 
been the Doctrine of . the Raman Charch, how could this 
make them Cathotzch Letters, unleisfopreat a Logician 
had firſt proved, that a Part may aſſume the Dewomina- 
_ tiou of the'whole ? But then, why not, | Roman Catho- 
lick Letters according to the new Style ? There was a 
Reaſon for this. F. S. bath not forgotten, how hardly 
he had lately eſcaped*Cenſureat Rome, for the Princi- 
ples contained 4n _ ; and therefore though he hopes 
thy may pab for Catholict here j yet he durſt not joyn 
Roman to Catholick in the Title of his Letters. 

But how comes F. S. ;$0-be concerned .in this Con- 
troverſie with Mr. G. ? The Account he =_ it in 
the beginning-of Ins Finfb-berter 355 very: pleaſant,- He 
ſth, He _—_— 8 Commuſſion from Mr. G. to'hold his 
Carts, white he is not in 'Circumflances to play ont his 
Game himſelf. T will not examine Mr. G's. Circum- 
Hapces, nor-the Game he; plays at ;-but methinks, thigis 
no-.,very. decent, way. of ;cxpreſling - the undertaking a 
Debate abour Matters of. Faith and Salvation. But in 
Truth, he makes the buſineſs of 1»fallibibty , as he 
hapdles it, tobe a Matter of Sport and Dizeyſion ;-n0t- 
withſtanding, all his Grimaces and Tragical Expreſſions 
.about it. It 1s hard to be ſevere upon a Metaphor; 
but, ſuppoſe it be allowed ; yer I wonder, of all Man, 

| | p 


- 


(3) 


he ſhould pitch-upon FS. #0 hold' his Cards fot: hin). ® 


who had plaid his awn fo ill, / and'[fo 5nuc 
diſlatisfaQtion: of the leading Men of his-owin Charch. 
Yet he now appears as brisk and confident; as if lie; wefe 
ſome New Gameſter ; although he produces his old fut- 
lied Cards, (a little wiped) over again ; and ſeems to 
have, forgotten the Anſwer to his Sure -Footing , and 
rhe! Accompt . he fill owes to the World for: it.- 1 
know not , how far it agrees with the Laws- of Eccle- 
ftaftical Chivalry, for one, who hath not 'defended him- 
ſelf, to appear a Champion for another, eſpecially in - 
the ſame Cauſe; but there is no great Reaton.co ap+ 
prehend he ſhould do much for another, who hath done 
next tonothing for himſelf. [EL np! 

The main SubjeG of the Debate is, about the Nature 
and Grounds of the Certainty of Faith ;. and the Method 
I think moſt natural and cfietual to proceed in, is, 


I. To ſhew how unkit F. S. of-all Men,-is to under- 
take this Cauſe. \ 5.200 v4 1 
II. To-fſettle the true State of the Controverſie be+ 
EWECEN Us. x BUEIS 
IHE. Te examine the. Reaſons he produces againſt 
our Grounds of Certainty.' | 
IV. To lay-open the weakneſs of his Arguments, on 
behalf of the  Infallibility of Ora/ and Prattical 
Tradition. LIVED Ss at > INS! 


F. As to F.S. his appearing in this Cauſe again, 
we afe to conſider, that in his Catholick Letters , he 
trequently owns Fajth vindicated, Reaſon againſt Raille- 
ry, and Errour nonpluſt ;- and even Sure Footing it ſelf. 
But I ſhall now ſhew , that he diſowned the main 
Principles- in thoſe Books, when he was in great danger 
WG. B 2 of 


* 


Faith vin- 


dicated, 
$48-13+ 


| EC 
of being Cenſured at Rowe for them ; and therefore 
is not to be allow'd . to produce them again. The 
Accouat of this Matter will give great Light into the 
fate of the preſent Controverſie, and is therefore nece[- 
fary to be premiſed tot. 

Out of thoſe Books of F. S. a conſiderable Perſon in 
the Church -of Rome, ſelected three Propoſitions a- 
bout the Grounds 'of his Infallible Certainty, which 
were theſe ; | | 


I. That he who i obliged to profeſs Faith propoſitions 
true, muſt ſee the Connexion between their Terms, and con- 
ſequently, that they cannot be unconnetted, or falſe. 


Faith vin-' "IT, If the two Terms be not ſeen ro be connefted, theſe 


dicated , 


Frrour 


Propoſitions may, nay ouzht to be denyed by the Reſpon- 
dent, whoſe Office and Riche it is to grant nothing but 
what is evident, leſt he enſnare himſelf. | 

III. *Tis requiſite and neceſſary , that the Aſſent of 


Nonpluſt, 1 2h in divers particular Believers be formally Infallible, 


P48 135. 


or that thoſe Perſons be infallibly certain by' evident Rea- 
ſons, that the Authority or Rule of Faith they rely on, 
cannot herein deceive them, Elſe great Wits , and acute 
RefleFers,whoſe piercin Under fhandings require convict gue 
Grounds for their Faith, would remain for ever unſatisfied : 
nor would the wiſeſt Chriſtians ſincerely and heartily aſ- 
fent to, nor with honeſty profeſs the Truth of their Faith, 
nor could any prove it true, or eſtabliſh rational doubters 
init, or convert Men of exait# knowledge to it , or con- 
vince Hereticks, calling the Truth of it in queſtion. Nor- 
could Governors and leading Perſons with any Conſcience 


or Credit propoſe and preach the Truth of Faith to the 


Uenerality. 
Theſe 


X3Y 


Theſe Propoſitions were tender'd to two-Dodctors of © tw 


the Sorbon; . who declared, The Firſt could not be explain- Blakoan. 
t for P-3738. 


ed in « Catholick Senſe; and therefore very un 

Catholick Letters, For if (lay they) « Perſon ſees the 

Connexion between the Terms, it would be Science, and not 

Faith ; it is enough to ſee them not to be contradiftory, or 

that the Connexion is not repugnant to Reaſon. - Divine 
| Faith is abcve, not contrary t0 Reaſon. 

As to the Second, they agreed, That neither could 
that be explained in a Catholick Senſe, becauſe it is deſtru+ 
Give of Faith, and a Propoſition ought not, cannot be de- 
nied, although the Reſpondent hath not Evidence of the 
Terms of which it conſiſts ; when he otherwiſe knows the 


Church (which Faith [not Demonſtration] teaches to be 


Infallible in Matters of Faith) to propoſe as a Truth re- 
vealed by God. © 

To the Third, they ſay, -T hat it cannot be explained. 
in 4 Catholick Senſe : Becauſe it is ſufficient that the 
Church be believed by Faith to be Infallible, and it is not 
requiſite that the Infallibility of the Church be proved: by 
evident Reaſon. | 

See here the main. Deſign of his Catholick Letters 
declared to be no Catholick Do#rize; which 1s to prove 
that there muſt be Infallible Certainty by Concluſive 
Evidence of-the Churches Infallibility. And if this be 
not Catholick Dottrine, I am infallibly certain- his Let- 
ters are far from being Catholick in their Senſe.  - 

One of theſe DoCtors writes to the A. B. of D. That 
the Natural Senſe of the Propoſitions could: not .be Catho- 


lick ; and-that all Biſhops were bound to ſuppreſs this Do- Þ. 


trine, leſt it did miſchief to the Flock of Chriſt. And 
that the A. B. of Paris would revoke his Licence, if the 


Author did not retraf#- them., as he hoped he would. 
What? 


nn, 

= 
5 FEE 
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"What ? RetraQt the Subſtance of his Catholick Letters! 


Is this poſſible ? And yet again publiſh the fame Do- 


© Qrine as Catholic | This is indeed very "A? 
« v. 


P. 40. 


But ſo it was. For the A. B. of D. averrs, . That. 


confeſſed the Propoſitions ro be Heretical, yes very Heres 


tical ; but he ſaid, they were not, taken in his ſenſe ; which 
the other ſaid, was « ridiculous Plea, He granted, that 
F. S. might contradict himſelf, but there was no colour 
for ſaying the Propoſitions were not taken in their &rue 


P. 42. ſenſe. And Mr. S. being requir'd by the A. B. of Paris 


*P. 40. 


to Anathematize theſe Propoſitions, and. to ſubſcribe to 
the Cenſure that they could not be explained in a. Catho- 
lick Senſe ; be did it, And yet the ſcale of them is 
maintained by him in his Cathalick Letters. 
a Man fit to hold the Cards for My. G. ? who makes the 
{ſame Doctrine to be Heretical and Catholick, as his Cir- 
cumſtances require. And in his own Language , he 


Third Let- goes backwards and forwards, blows and ſups, declares for 


ter, Pe G5o 


Append, 
ad Hereſ. 
-Blakloan, 


and againſt the ſame Principles. 

This Doctrine of F. S. was complained of at Rome, 
and a Congregation of Cardinals was appointed to Exa- 
mine it, and they ſent their InſtruQtions about it to the 
Popes Nuncio at Paris, where F. S. then was. And 
therein they took notice, that in his V;ndzcation ſent to 
them, he —_ that Doitrine as Heretical, viz. that the 
Evidence of the Connexion of Predicate and Subjett,and the 
Evidence of the Rule of Faith by which the Believer may be 
infallibly certain he cannot be deceived, is neceſſary in or- 
der to Faith. 1 deſire the Reader to mark this Declaration 
which FJ. S. ſent to Rome, and to-compareit with the 
DoArine of his Catholick Letters : But of that here- 
after, | 

Butt is worth our while to ſhew with what a donde 
Fwe"F. S. appeared in his Vindication and Complaint, 
lent to Rowe, and in his Books which he publiſhed _ 
An 


Is not ſuch - 


a £29? ln) 2 ad mis mono dr aw mn. ea Sh 
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And by that, the Reader ma 


judge of the Catholick | 


Sinckrity of the Writer of theſe Letters. 


T. About the Faith he deſigns to 
| demonſtrate. . - 


Faith Vindicated, Preface. 
T declare then, that m 
chief End im this Treetifh, 
is to ſettle Chriſtian Faith, 
or to' demonſtrate , that it 
muſt be truly or abſolutely 
certain, and that my apply- 
ing it now and then to my 
Oppaſers, is only a Seton- 


dary Intentzon, and meerly 


Occaſtonal. 


Querimonia adver/. Lomi- 

num: p. 49. 

He faith, He ſpeaks not 
of Faith in itſelf, but as it 
i controverted among us. 

The ſame he affirms p.145, 
146. that he meddles not 
with Faith, but with reſpet# 
to his Adwverſaries ; or as it 
is - diſputed between Catho- 
licks and thoſe he calls He- 
reticks, p. 148. 


If it were his defign to ſettle Chriſtian Faith, and to 
make it truely and abſolutely certain, and only ſecondarily 
applying it to his Oppoſers ; how- it poſſible that at the 
fame'time, he ſhould not medale with Faith in itſelf, but 
meerly with reſpet# to his Oppoſers ? Is not this a brave 
' Undertaker; to make Faith infallibly certain, who 10 
evidently contradiQs himſelf as to his own deſign ? But 
it ſeems, fo #s he maſt pretend to make Faith certain in 
itſelf; but «* Rome, he meant no more by it, but only 
to perplex and confound us, As though his Demon- 
trations were only intended for a fort of Meraphyſice! * 
by ep. catch Hereticks with. But we ate glad to ſee. 
by his own Confeſſion, that Faith in itfelf is not made - 
abſolutely Certain by them. 


IT. About 


(8) 


11. About the 0bjefs of Faith, and 
the Evidence. of them.. . 


Reaſon againſt Raillery, 
P Ag 5 5+ Ip 
The ſtrangeſt and' wiſeſt 
Souls are unapt to aſſent but 
wporn Evidence + Flence, un- 


leſs ſuch Men ſee Proofs ab- 


ſolutely concluding © thoſe 
Points true, they are unapt 
zo be drawn to yield to them, 
and embrace them as certain 
Truths Nothing can 
rationally ſubdue the Faculty 


of ſuſpending, in ſuch Men - 


at leaſt, but True Evidence 
had from the Objet# working 
this clear ſight in them, et- 
ther by itſelf, or by Effetts 
or Cauſes neceſſarily conne- 
Hed with it. Other Evs- 
dences I know none. 


Faith Yindicated, p.1 24,13. 

The Truth of Propoſiti- 
ons of Faith conſiſts in the 
Connexion of thoſe Notions 
which make the Subjett and 
Predicate. Whoever there- 
Fore ſees not the Connexion 
between-thoſe Notions in the 
Principle of Faith, ſees not 


In his Declarati- 
on. lent. to Rome, Ps. 
i11, 13. he not oats 
expreſſed his .A1- 
ſent to theſe. Pro. 
poſitions, but That 
the contrary to them 
were Falſe, Deſtru- 
dive. of Faith, and 
Heretical, Viz. 

I. That the Objeas 
of Faith are not to be 
evident or demonſtrable 
by Natural Reaſons in 
order to believing them. 

IT. That in order to 
the believing ſuch Qb- 
Jets of Faith,conveyed 
down to us, either by 
Scripture or Traditions 
it is not neceſſary to 
know ' evidently the 
Connexion of Predicate 
and Subject, but # Fa 


Truth of by. of See ? | 
che. Trath of «hy. of thoſe - ſuſcierit if they be pto= 
-Propoſitions:-== It follows, [ob \. LY 
Mharitambe þ obli * pro- poſed 4 the Cutholick 
feſs Faith: Propoſuttons true, « WT ods by | 
muſt ſee the Connexion be- 

tween thoſe Terms. ani BALI: 
1 Now let: avy Man try how he-can reconcile; theſe 
things ; .(1):Norhing -can;[ubdiie rationally the *Facult 
of {pending but true. Evidence had' from the. Ob. 
jedf ; and yet it ## deſtruttive to Faith, and\ Hereti- 
cal ta fays. that the. Ohj #9 Faith are demonſtrable by - 
natural. Reaſons, # orger to elieving t em. 1s not zrue 
Evidence from -the 0 ject 4 natural Reaſon in- order to 
believing ? (2).He that ſees not the Connexion between 
Predicate and Subjet,. ſees not the Truth of 'Faith-propoſs- 
£3; and he wha. is obliged to profeſs them, muſt ſee it"; 


and Yet,” in order t0' believing Objetts of Faith,. it is nor 
neceſſary to'ſee it; nay it is Heretical to aſſert it. 


11. About Infallible AMent. 6 CS 


Reaſon againſt Raillery, _ -In hisDeclaration, p.17, 
ÞP. 113. © 13. he-owns this Propoſi- 
"Tis moſt evident there- .tion'to be True, and the 
fore and demoiiſtr able, Fogs contrary. to be  Heretical, 
there is no. Certainty, but Viz. | - Rs 
where there" is Infallibility ; _ . » That it 3s not neceſſary, 
and that «we 'cam never be in,order to believing the Ob- 
ſaid to be truly certain of _ jetts of Faith, that he that 
any thing, till, all Circum- believes, ſhould know. evi- 
ſtances conſider'd , we ſee dently his Aſſent to be Su- 
ourſelves out 0 poſſbilit of pernatural aud Jufallible. . 


bein deceived hi 


1C & nunc 


iu that very thing. 


_-”” But | 


© to). 


- - But if rhere cun be.no Cettainry of Faith; djIbwe ſee our- 
ſelves out of poſſibility of being © deceived, Tſhould' think 
it very hard to ſay it was' Heretzeal 20 aſſers it way meceſ- 
ſary for him that believes to know his ffſent to be' Infah 
lible. For what difference is there -berween #»vwing we 
; cannot be —_— in our Mw, pr Fo toy ible 0 
But here he-will e to elcape, by ng Saperfatu- 
ral to Infalltble ; —_ {0 he wat x 1 the. Cardinals 


by putting thoſe together ; for his is nothing but's pare 


Nataral Infallibility. 


IV. About the Medinns of Faith uſed by him. 


Sure footing, 'p."172. 


In .his Subſcription 


He rejets Extrinſecal _ $0 the Inſtrucfions 


Mediums as inſufficient, and 
requires Intrinſecal. 
' Faith Yindicated, Preface, 
at-'the end. 

He owns his Diſcourſes 
to be built on Intrinſecal 
Mediums. 

Errour Nonpluſt,p. 169. 

He requires ctear Evi- 
dence from the Objett , to 
ground 4 firm Aſſet. 

Page. 170, 171. 

He makes it neceſſary to 
true Certainty, that it be 
taken from the Thing or 

ObjetF. And true Certain- 
ty (ie faith) - #s. built on the 
Things beths as it is, 4nd no- 
thing canever be truly known 
to be otherwiſe than it is. 


gainſt his 
ym Words, in'"his 


from '\Rome, Þ. *r2. 


he .dehies thatx he 


ſpake. of' \Intrinſecal 
Requifites to Faith ; 


but only of Eztrinſecal. 


And this he goes a- 
bout to prove a- 
| own 
Detlaration, Set 3 
Pag. 34» Oc 


C11) 
- How cau Totrinſacal Mediums, and Evidence from the 
"Or te ont Fenoel Freanſurt. 


V: About Human and Divine Faith. 


Faith Vindicated,p.73. In his Vindication, | 
Diviae Faith ought to have þ. 9 z. He" ſaith; .[t 
fer efevier degree) BI | 1s. Evident '\that" bb 
neſs. init, than any he of Faith. format; 
man Faith whatſoever : ſpa of- att of orma & - 
tor ks ance _— as Human, and. not as 
Faith can riſe to: that de Divine... 
gre, of fl" De. Jrnaly Dine 
vine Fait Pele Super ers: | | 
rat, onght tobe more firm 
grounded ; andicon _ 
owore: highty irapoſſible 10 be 
falfe..'\ v0 

Errour Nog Oa-rae: 

He ſpeaks exprelly of 
Divine Faith, © © 


What. Evidepce can there_be. like. a: Man's. plain 
Wards? Is nat that D;zime Faich whuch he. gaes abort 
todemonſtrate the 1»faltible Certaimey.of ?. ltleems we 
are all this while to feck for-the Certainty. of Faith 
formally Divine ; and all: this mighty Noiſe abausr the 
Neceſſity of 1»fellib;lity, reaches:no farther than a: Flirh 
formally Human. And yet F..S. afficms that he un- 
dertook to' prove the impoſſihilzty. of Falſhogd in Divine 
ana Supernatural Faith. And lo.it ſeems, Divine: and 
Supernatural Faith . maſt. derive us, Inf4(lthle Certaiwty 
from a meer. Natupal Infallibility. Qriif-ithe,buthdu- 

man Faith he means,,then he tals. ſhort of what:he 
: | C 2 promiſed, 


2,5 
promiſed, which was to ſhew the Tafallible Certainty of 
Divine Faith.And thus theTrap-Maker is catch'd himfelf. 


VI. About particular Points of Faith. 


Errour Nonplult,p.161. 

F thonght he had meant 
Certainty: of the Points of 
his Faith.. What we axe then 
in Reaſon to expett from 
Dr. St. is, that he would 
bring us Grounds for the 
Certainty of his . Faith , as 
to determinate Points, VIZ. 
Chriſ®s Godhead, a Trint- 
ty, &c. - 

Reaſon againſt Raillery , 

P. 167. 

Seeing then C _— are 
bound to profeſs their Faith 
true,- as to thoſe Points of a 
Trinity, for Example, or [n- 
carnation,&c. it follows,that 
it muit be affirm'd and held 
that a Trinity or Incarnati- 


on abſolutely is, and conſe-. 


quently, that it is impoſſible 
ot to be, | 


ſtles. 


Declaration, p. 50. 

He peremptorily 
aſſerts ( and chal- 
lenges his Adverſa. 
ries to ſhew the 
contrary }) that he 
produced not one Ar gu- 
ment we" 5 nah any Points 
of Doctrine to . be Di- 
vine, or. Supernatural ; 
but only, that ſuch: a 
Doctrine as delivered 
by Chri8t or his Apo= 
And this he 
frequently inſiſts. 
upon, and 1s the 
main of his De- 
fence. 


' But why then doth he urge us to produce our 


Grounds of Certainty as to particular Points, if himſelf 
doth not ? If he pretends no more than to prove them 
in general, why may not we be allowed to do the ſame ? 
He that calls upon others to.do it, in fuch an inſulting 
manner, is preſumed to do it himſelf, and if he doth 


not, he only banters and abuſes his Reader, And _ 
a 


(13) 


'all this mighty pretence to Demonſtration and Infallibili- 
'zy, the whole Diſpute comes to this , whether Men 
may attain to greater Certainty of Chriſfs Dodrine by 
Oral and Prattical Traditions than we can do by Serip- 
ture , Reaſon and Tradition ? But. this is againſt his 
words, where he ſaith, Seeing then Chriſtians are bound to 
profeſs their Faith true, as to thoſe Points of a Trinity, for 
Example, or Incarnation, &C. it follows, that it muſt be af- 
firm'd and held that a Trinity or Incarnation abſolutely is , 
and conſequently, that it is impoſſible not to be. 


VII. About Moral Certainty. 


_ - . His whole Book called 

Fiith vindicated was writ- 
ten againſt it. And in the 
Preface to it, p. 3. he op- 
poſes abfolute Certainty to 
- Moral; and he faith, thoſe 
who have it not, have no 
true Faith. 


Page 17. 
True Faith by reaſon of 
its immoveable Grounds , 


can bear an aſſerting the © 


abſolute Impoſſibility of its 
falſhood. p > vn BB 
he makes Faith abſurd, pre- 
ternatural and irratio- 
zal. | 


Page 34. 
Moral Certainty i#s #1 
reality uncertainty , and 


the higheſt degree of Mo- 
ral Certainty #s the loweſt 


When I read in 
Lominus,pag. 4.3. that 
7.5. in his Vindication 
pleaded, that he re- 
quired no more 
than Moral Emu- 
dence for the Aſfſent 
and Profeſſion of Faith, 
I could hardly be- 
lieve him ; and 
therefore I . was 
earneſt to ſee what 


he would ſay in An- 


ſwer to  this'; but 


even there, pag. 23. 
he owns it , and 
ſaith expreſly, 7hat 
Moral Evidence ts 
abſolutely 


(14) 
degree of Uncertainty, truly abſolutely ſufficient to 
ſo called, _._ Faith + But withal 
The Tame ho alerts, P48" he faith, There is 
wh Nonp! A, ; 02, than Moral Evi- 
ND _ g Y Jo . *, © 
Fallible Certatnty at- dence in Tradition, 
ffroys all Efficecy , all De- 
fence , aud even Eſſence of 
Faith. 
Let now any indifferent Perſon compare thoſe Aſ- 
ſertions together :. If Moral Certainty be Uncertainty,and 
 deftroy the Eſſence of Faith, how can it be abſolutely. ſuf- 
ficient to Faith? But beſides the ContraditFion; he: hath 
by this one Aﬀertion overthrown the whole Deſign of 
his Catholick Letters. For, if true Faith may be. had 
without Infallible Certazuty , what need:any ſuch con- 
tending about it ? For the Ground of the Diſpute is a- 
bout ſuch Faith as is meceſſary to Salvation; and if 
true Faith, as F. S. grants, which is neceſſary to Sal- 
vation, may be had without their rome Infallibi- 
lity ; there is no Colour left for preſſing Perſons of our 
Communian to forſake our Church , becauſe we can- 
not have Infallible Certainty of Faith, when themſelves 
grant that we may be faved without it. And what 
Sixcerity is to be expeRted from ſuch a Man, who makes 
{uch out-cries upon us,for want of [»fallible Certainty for 
Faith, when himſelf Confeſſes,that Moral Certainty i ſuf- 
ficient to Faith? what ever becomes of Moral Certainty, 
I love Moral Honefty;and T cannot ſee how it-is conſiſtent 
with it;tomake ſuch mighty pretences to the Neceſlity 
of Infallible Certainty for Faith, even in-his Catholick Let- 
ters (which ſeems tobe the chief Deſignofthem,) _ 
im- 


(15) 
-himfelf had declared tothe Cardinals at Rowe,that leſs 
than that is ſufficient for true Faith.But the ſecretof it is, 
he knows wellenough, there is no ſuch Neceſſity for Infa/- 
lible Certainty;and when it will bring him off, he can own 
i ; but among us Herericks,they mult b/yffer and make a 
mighty noiſe aboutit ; 'becauſe-it ſtartles weak and in- 
judicious People ; and: they find nothing fo apt to 
terrific and confound them like Isfallibility; which like 
a Flaſh of Lightning doth not help them to ſee better, 
but ſtrikes them down with Horror and Aſtoniſhmear. 

And here I might- fairly ſtop and ſend the Reader to 

. S. for an efftctual Aniwer to his own Lezrers ; or at 

teaſt to ſhew ; how very unfit he was after ſuch going 
forward, and backwards in this matter, to. undertake 
this Cauſe. . 

2, ' But left I ſhould ſeem to decline any thing which 
may ſeem material, I ſhall now proceed to fate the Cor- 
. Froverſie, as it lies between Mr. S. and me.” ' For, what 
concerns another Perfon,I ſhall leave it to himſelf,as not 
Nanding'in need of any Aſfiſtance from me. | 

The Occafion of the Conference . was ſet down by 
Mr. 2M, tohave been, 'T har My. G. affirmed in ſome Com- 
- -panies, that no Proteſtant could ſbew any Ground. of Ab- 
ſolute Certninty for their Faith 5 and that Mr. Si had: pro- 
iſed him, that if: I were-not able to manifeſt che contrary, 
he' would forſake our Communion. 

So that Mr. G. was the Azgreſſor by laying this charge 
 uponus, That we Tould ſhew-no Ground of Abſolute Cer- 
rainty for our Faith. And therefore when in the Con-- 
ference 1 aſſigned the Scripture for the Ground and 
Rule of our Faith, and univerſal Tradition for the. 
Proof of the Books of Scripture, I had Reaſon in my 
Expoſtulatory' Letter to' Mr. 'G., to deſire of him to 
ſhew, © That -we have no- abſolute Certainty _ 
; © Rule: 


Firſt Let- 
fer, Pag. 4» 
_ 5, 6, 
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« Rule of our Faith, viz. the Scripture , although we- 
« have a larger and firmer- Tradition for it , than 
«you can have for the Points in difference between 
* us. | 
This plainly-relates to the Conference; wherein -Scrip- 
ture was own'd to be our Rule, and Univerſal Tradition, 
the Ewzdence on which we receive the Books, And toany Man 
of Senſe, this is not Shifting and T ricking off the Proof to 
Mr.G.as Mr.G.often calls it; but it isa plain and evident 
Proof of our Certainty upon their own Grounds, For,, 
if Tradition be ſuch a Ground of Abſolute Certainty, as 
they aflert, and we have 4 larger and firmer Tradition 
for Scripture, than they can produce for the Points of Faith 
in difference between us; then it 1s evident we muſt 
have, upon their own Principles, a Ground of Abſolute 
Certainty for our Faith ; which was the main Point of 
the Conference. Wow 
If he will Anſwer the Argument, he muſt either 
deny. that we have Univerſal Tradition for the Books of 
Scripture, or that Univerſal Tradition is a Ground for 
the Abſolute Certainty of- Faith? Either of theſe ways 
he had ſaid ſomething to the purpoſe ; but he found 


- - this way of Reaſoning too hot for him ; and therefore, 


he calls it. Shifting and Tricking off the Proof to My. G. 
and fo falls into a Tragical Declamation againſt my not 
proving, and making a Secret of the Ground of our Certain- 
ty; asif a Manintended to make a Secret of a Horſe he 
had loſt, when he publiſhed his Marks in the Gazerr. 


- Here is the Ground of our Certainty laid down in that ve- 


ry place, where he ſaith, I [bift off the Proof to Mr. G. 
bur alas for him ! He cannot ſee any thing like a Proof, 
unleſs it be lerv*d up, with all its due formalities of Ma- 
jor, Minor and Concluſion. Mult I be forced to tell him, 


-as the Painters did by ill Pictures, This # a Horſe, and 


this 
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this « Wolf ? This is an Argument, and this an daſwer? 
It is-a hard Caſe if a'Man cannot: uaderſkand Reaſons 
unleſs like: Scaliper's- Jelts: againſt Carden y :thers: be 
ſomething in the Margin todire& where they: are:t9be 
found.” All Men of Senfe underſtand-the-force:of: an 
Argxment, though it-be.not drefled up. after the way 
of the: Schools ; and totye Men up to. thoſe Methods. of 
Reeſoning in. our Age in Books of . Controverhe, is 
lke'Trsmmeilling a Horle; when be is:to goaJourney\; 
it might. do, well to teach him to pace, but it: would:be 
ridiculous, when he is upon Service. WD, 
-.uMlpon:this he runs out into-a- very Eloquent piece of 
Tring, making.ſad Moans/and Complaints: with ma- 
.ny Exaggerations; and great-variety of Phraſes, 4s if 
T aoffer'd no: khind'of Certainty to Mens Souls, bit  onl 
that' Þ bid theſe that doubt prove the. contrary; and. 10 
. brings notable. parallels of Peters having twenty pounds 
in hi Purſe ;\. becauſe. Paul cannot prove he hath it not ; - 
.or his having the more Title to an. Eſtate, becauſe an Ad- 
verſary may have: the:ill Inck to'\be: Nonſujted.: 1 know 
not how Mr. -G, will take theſe things 5 for they do not 


feem much-to his Advantage. IfI were as he, [ would _ . _ 


' never truſt him #9. p/ay my Cards more\; 'for what means 
this inſinuation of Non ſuiting, &c ? But Mr. Sis plain- 
ly miſtaken, for the force of it doth not depend u 
his bare Nonſuiting ; but upon the Goodneſs of the 
Deeds, and the - Strength of the Evidence , which him- 
{elf relied upon, and appear much (tronger-for us than 
for him. IPLE \ 
It is not Pauls not proving, but Peters producing the 
twenty pounds, and laying it before him, which is the 
Argument to prove he hath it, Suppoſe he 'did not 
roduce it ix Specie, but ſhewed good Security: for it, 
1uch as Paul could not deny, mo he not reaſon to be- 
ieve 


p + = . . . 
—_—_ s, 1n he denies that ever be mealed with Intrinſic Median, 


circa Do- 


&arinam in ſais libris con- 


tentam 3; 


Congregationi 
& R. D D. Cardinali- 
um---- General, Inquiſito- 
rum. Duaci, 1677. 
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lieve he was owner of it £ There being fo 1ittle colour 
in the Reaſoning Part, 1 paſs over the amatory , as 
Ktter for the School at the Szpop ,* than a Writer of 
Controverſies: : | ; 4 

' But Here'comes in, among his 'Flowers, a very no- 
table Point of Divinity. Trath i therefore Trath, be- 
cauſe it is built on Intrinſecal Grounds which prove it to 
be ſach; and not on-private; Meni. Abilities ; \ or their 
ſaytng this or that. This latter is undoubtedly true, 
and -1s univerſally believed',: fince the School of Pg- 
thagoras was broken. up: Wherefore rill choſe Grounds 
be produced, it cannot be mith Reaſowmheld Traths' This 
is great/;-and becoming"the Sciencifical.F."8; But will 
he hold to this ?- Will he own itro the Cardiza/rof the 
Inquiſition ? 1' find a certain Gentleman with the very 
fame Letters, F. $. writing two whole Seifroms, where- 


or that it was poſſible that | he ſhould. But 
P.T. was then living, and followed him 
cloſe at Rome; now that fright is over, 
out come Intrinſic Grounds again ; and 
wo Man can hold any thing as. Truth, till 
thoſe Grounds be produced, Suppoſe a 


exhibita Sacre? 
Ecclel. 


Man aſſents to the DoQtrine of Faith , as True and Dz- 


2/ne on meerly Extrinſecal Grounds, or Motives of Cye- 
aibility ; hath this Man true Faith or not ? Is he bound 
to hold and profeſs it to be true, though he doth not 
ſee the Intrinſecal Grounds which prove Truth to be 
Truth? Doth that Man lin, who profeſſes to believe a 
thing to be true, though: he doth not ſee the Intrinſic 
Grounds for it ? What kind of fin 1s it, Mortal, or YVe- 


ial ? How far may a Man fafely deny that which he 


cannot with Reaſon hold to be true? How many thou- 
{and Martyrs Lives, might this Doctrine have ſaved om 
| the 


C19) | 
the Primitive. Fimes? How might the poor Innoceme 
Chriſtizns have pleaded for themſclves';/ Flat they 
&« could ſet no- Tvtrinfic Grounds, which madeTruþ ao be . 
«Trath:; and they underſtood: from 'a deep" Divere, 
{« that- 75/4 thafe Grounds be produced, 'it''canmet with 
« Reaſon beheld Trath;; and it it cannot with Rexfori'be 
< held, it may furely imout very hard: CircamiRtenees, 
« with Reaſon, be: denied; or at Teaftcoteealed! an 
« difſembled. There ſeems to be more'danger in-pro- 
*« fefling the Faith without it 3- than it norowning it, . 
«© being not able to produce Intriufic Grounds for it; And 
< thefe are far above our reach-and capacity ;' and if it 
«© cannot. with Reaſon be held! Trath' without it ;'it 
* ſeems very unreaſonable'to require-us'to dye fort.” 
W hat faith F. & tothe Caſe of the Jews, who/heard 
our Saviours Doctrine, and ſam his Miractes 5 didthey 
fin in ' their Tnfidelity or not? It will: be very'\hard for 
him prove ,; zhat they ſaw Tntrinſe Grounds for what 
they were roman to believe; and yet-our' Saviour 
charges them» wi 
I hope Mr. 8. :will:not anfwer me, about theſe things, 2* 
as he: did -fome' in- the Conference-at\Parh, withy T ace; 
Tace , interrumpis & econfundis me." This very Int z 


th very great Sin in their Infidelity. Fob 15. 


ſtance of the Jews was then brought agatiaft him by Dr. pag-315» 
G. and'he faid, That only thoſe Jews ſinned; who had char 3037 


Evidence thar Chriſts Miracles were trut' and' Supernataral. 
But A B: of D.. then urged, That if they had ſuch E- 
videxnce, they conld not have inward Unbelief, nor call in 
Queftion the Truth or Divinity of Chriſt and his Mira- 
cles, To which F. S. replied, T ace, moto tibi Reſpon- 
dere, I hope he is better provided"of an Anſwer 
now , and that he will ſhew, wherein che fin of 
the Jews lay, who did- not profeſs. Chriſt's Do- 
Urine" to. be: true , pR_ they conld not pro- 

| W < | duce 


Page6, 


- 
- 


fidem 


nam de- 


Hereſ. 


Blackloan. fallible Certainty , with downright Hereſte and Impiety, 
P-33- 153» and that it leads to Atheiſm. and In fidelity, and overthrow: 
* the Chriſtian Faith ? This we are told is. the ſenſe of all 


HZC nova 
propoſitio 


Chriſtia- 


( 25. ] 


dyce- any Intrinſic Grounds fot the Truth of it. 

-- But-roireturn- to our:[firſt: Controyerſie,, :Aboar' #h+ 
Certainty bf | Fazth to be proved by. us. © Hetells me, that 
T know well enough, that to prove ey Tr have no Ab- 
ſolute Certainty of their Faith 5s no hard T ask even for 
4 'weak Mar ; 1 know, he laith, : chat any Man may find 
it,confefſed jo his havas by Proteſtants; and in the Mar- 
gin he cites, Dr. Tillotlons Rule of Faith, pag. 117, 
118. I wonder at Mr, S's. Courage, that he dares men- 
tion- that Book, -to which he hath ſo many years/been 
indebted. for. an:Anſwer, . and what he hath offer'd to- 
wards it- in Faith Vindicated, and Reaſon againſt Rail- 
lery,, he hath again retracted. as to the main Principles 
of them, for fear of a Cenſure at Rome; and which 
he advanced out of oppoſition to thoſe of that Book 
which he quotes .here. _ So that F. 8. by diſowning 


_ thoſe Princplesof his, :hath-juſtified Dr.'7. and hath 


overthrown the Abſolute Certainty of his. own Faith. 
For-I have already proved from his own words, -T hat 
he owns, Moral Evidence to be abſoletely ſufficient for 
Faith; and yet this js the very thing from whence he 
proves that Proteſtants have confeſſed that 'they have no 
Abſolute Certainty of their Faith, HP! 

But if this Matter were to be decided by the Con- 
feffion of Parties, what thinks he of thoſe of the Church 
of Rome, who have charged his Dottrine about 1» 


the Learned and Orthodox Men of your Church. Let the 
Reader judge what FJ. S. hath gotten by the Confeſſion 


of Parttes. 


ſtruit impellitque ad Scepticiſmum & Atheiſmum. Hereſ. Blaklo. P- 66. ; 
Mecum omnes viri Do&ti & Orthodoxi ſentiunt,per tua principia vaſtum ad Atheiſmun 


& Herefin hiatum aperiri. Here/. Blackloan, p.200, 


| 
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T hope now we ſhall come to the Szate of the ©ueſtion ; 
for he charges me with perverting it: The Firſt Que- 
ftion (he faith) at the Conference, was, Whether Prote- 
ſtents are abſolutely Certain, that they hold now the ſame 
Tenets in Faith and all that ogr Saviour taught to his 
Apoſtles. And my Anſwer, he faith, was, T hey are. 
By his favour, my Anſwer was not in thoſe words, 


+ «hat that we are abſolutely certain that we now hold 


&« 2]l the ſame DoQtrine that was taught by Chriſt and 
&* his Apoſtles. And for a certain Reaſon, I: defire my 
own Words may expreſs my Mind ; for I do not find 
Oral Tradition Infallible ; = where Words are varied, 
the Senſe'may be ſo too. 

Bur he oblerves, that I trick it off again, as he calls 
it, (I ſuppoſe it is Gameſters Language, ) from the 
Point of Abſolute Certainty of Faith, to Abſolute Certainty 
of the Rule of Faith, viz. the Scripture'; but our Saviour 
and Proteſtants believe more than that the Book ſo called, is 
Scripture. Is Certainty of this more, and Certainty of 
this Book, all one! Here is then an enquiry after one 
thing, plainly turned off to another, It ſeems Mr. G. is 
quite gone for a Gameſter ior he diſcerned »o Tricking 
in this: matter, nor can T. Mt is'very true, we do believe 
&lore, than that the Book ſo called is Scripture; for we 
believe A//the Matters of Faith contained in that Book. 
And'what then ? If 'by his More, he'means Articles of 
Faith not contained in Scripture; then I tell him plain+ 
ly, we believe.»o More, And therefore when Mr. G. 
putHhis next Queſtion, as he thought very pertinently; 
By what Certain Rule do you hold it ? My Anſwer was, 
By the Divine Revelation contained in the Writings of the 
New Teſtament : W hereby I excluded his More, if it be 
not contained in Scripture. Bat if by More,' he means 
our Aſſenttothe Points of Faith contained.in __ 
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I ſhall give a full Anfwer to-it afrerwards. Then he 
asked, By what Certain Rule ds you know that the New 
Teſtament, whith we now have, dpes contain all the Douine 
Revelations of Chriſt and his Apoſtles ? And if be puts 
{uch Queſtions concerning the Rule, What Fricking was 
it in-me, to'give a dire&t Anſwer to them ? How did I 
turn. off the Enquiry from one thipg to another, when I 

- only Anſwered the Queſtions he propoſed ?: This is:n0t 
playivg My. G's Cards, but condemning him for plays 
anskiifully ; and deſiring to begin a zew Game; for Mr.G. 
had a bad hand, and managed it very ill. 

' But what would F, S. have done ? The thing to bs 
made manifeſt by the Conference, was, the Abſolate Cer» 
tainty of Proteſtant Faith. And fo it was ; for Prote- 
ſtant Faith 1s to believe all that is contained in Scripture, 

and namore. Mr. G. didindeed a5k ſome Queſtions about 
your Certainty of your Rate ; and: I gave him dire& An» 
{wers. Where is the 7 ricking in all:this:? Bur Iwiſety 
cut off the Courſe of the Queſtions before they had queftion'd 
away the Certainty of Faith. Sofar otherwiſe, that [ 
let them alone, till they plainly cun away fromthe 
buſineſs of Cereeinty to another Queſtion ; and [then 
Mr. T. cut then off, by declaring himſelf {atisfied ;'and 
| __ Hew they could prove the Church of Rome to be In- 
lible? ? 
f But. now we are to- ſee how muth: better the:Cards 
might have been plaid. And now, look ye Gentle- 
men, the Man oof Skill begins the Game. After the Cer- 
rainty of Scripture from Tradition was admitted, there was 

0 Reſuſng to admit that T radition cauſes Certainty, and 
makes Faith as certain as Scripture. See the difference:of 
theſe two Gameſters at Tradition ! But whatif I ſhould 
yield him, that I will not refuſe to give my Afent to 
any Point of Faith, which comes down to us from the 

Apoſtles 
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Apoſtles Times with es large and 2s firm 4 Tradition as 
the. Scripture? Thes ( (faith he) ## wowd beve proved 
ſomething difficult to {atisfie even « willing Man, that the 
Faith is certain which is oppoſed to a Faith come down by 
Tradjrion. Something difficult ! Nay very much fo, 
without doubt. Burt this is fairly to ſuppole, that you 
have as Univerſal: a Tradition for your T ridentine Faith, 
as we have for the Scr:prure ; but this I utterly deny ; 
and Thope in another T reatiſe to ſhew, I have not done 
it without Reaſon. Let the Matter of Tradition itſelf,as 
a Rule of Faith, be one of theſe Points. If there were 
. a Conſtant Vatverſal Tradition in the Chriſtian Church 
from the Apoftalioal Times, that there were Matters of 
Faith neceſtary to Salvation not contained in Scripture, 
I grant that x would be difficult, to prove it tobe a 
Matter of Faith that Scripture alone is our Rule of Faith. 

But that is the mighty Advantage of .our Caule, that 


' -we have both Scripture and Tradition for us; and that 


no Catholick Tradition can be produced againſtus, in 
any one Point of the Additional Creed of Pins IV. which 
is the Deſign I have undertaken, of which I ſhall ſud- 
denly publiſh the Firf Part ; and if God gives me 
Life and Health, I hope'to go through the Ret. Well ; 
but in the mean time , | Abſolute Certainty of Scripture 
was not the Point of the Conference. Can F. S. tell better. - 
than the Managers ? His meaning is, ir 2ught not to 
have been.-' Nor 5s it the Point «© Concern. This is 
ftrange. Not the Point of Conternto thoſe that own it 
to be rhe Word of God, and the only Rule of Faith ! Iris 
« Infinite Concern to us ; if it be'not to you,” I pity you - 
or it, | c. 

Beſides that, it is. aoreed on ll hands, Men are ſaved 
by Believing and Prattiſing what Chriſt taught, not barely 
by believing Scripture is Scripture. This is 00 My Spe- 

: Culation : : 
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;.culation ; But what follows from it ? - Therefore we 
. ought to believe Chriſ's Dattrine contained in Scripture, 
and obey his Commands ; and do I give the leaſt Intima- 
* tion againſt this ? But, the Queſtion was about our 

Rule of Faith, and that I ſtill think is the. Scriprore ; 

and whatever is contained therein, 1s to be believed on 
. that Account. But Salvation is the thing that imports us 
. in theſe Diſputes,. and "twere well if nothing elſe were 

minded by Diſputers. And ſo think I too. I defire no 
- more toend our Controverſies, than to make Salvation 


our End, and the Scripture onr Ra/e. But how can 


. Salvation be the thing that imports us in theſe Diſputes, 
if Men cannot with Reaſon hold any Fling true, anleſs they 
. can produce the Intrinſecal Grounds which prove it tobe ſa? 
Doth = S. in earneſt wy was none __ but 
Metaphyſical Speculators, that perch upon the ſpecifick Na- 
. Fare ei and dig io oe Inirinſecal Lec of 
. Truth? If this be his Opinion, How few cam be ſaved ! 
- But if Salvation be the End, the Mears mult. be ſui- 


table to the Capacity of Mankind ; and I do not think, 


the Intrinſecal Grounds of Truth are (0. 

But aftey all, he faith, hat T ſtifle any further talk of 
the Certainty of Proteſtent Faith, How. can that be, 
when 1 own no Proteſtant Faith but what is contained 
in Scripture, or may be deduced from it ; according 
to the Sixth Article of our Church. Iam not conſcious 
to myſelf of a»y,Art in the matter, which he charges 
me with ; and he ſaith, 1 avoid what cannot be perform: 
ed. What is that ? To make out that Proteſtants are ab- 
ſolutely certain that they now hold all the ſame Dodrine 
that was taught by Chriſt and his Apoſtles. If all that Do- 
Qtrine be contained 1a Scripture, and they hold the 


. Scripture by Grounds of Abſo/ute Ceriainty, then Pro- 
teſtants 


© am en ca . 
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teftants muſt be certain char rhey hold all the ſame Do- 
#rine that was taught 7 Core and his Apoſtles. 
Afterwards Mr.'S, ſtarts ſomething that comes/nearer 
to the buſineſs; which is, that Certainty of | Faith -anil * 
Certaimty of Scripture, are two things : For thoſe who have 
as much Certainty of Scripture as we, may have not only an 
Uncertain but a Wrong Faith ; -and therefore I am concern- 
ed to ſhew, not only that Proteftunts have Certainty of 
their Rule, but of the Faith which they pretend to have 
from that Rule: That which I am now upon, is to 
ſettle the-2rue State of the Controverſie about the Cer- 
tainty if Faith. In the Conference, my firſt Anſwer 
was, that, We are abſolutely Certain that we now hold all 
the ſame Dottrine, that was taught by Chrift and his Apo- 
files, And when the Queſtion was asked, By what Cer- 
tain Rule do we hold it ! Tanſwer'd, By the Devine Re- 
velation contained in the Writings of the New Teſtament. 
So that the Certaznty of Scripture was that which I was 
obliged to anſwer to. Now comes F.S. and he- finds 
fault with Mr. G's management ; becauſe he asked 
Queſtions about the Certainty of the Rule ; whereas he 
ought to have gone another Way to work. So that 
now Mr. G. is given up,'and a New Controverſie is 
begun upon other Grounds; and the Words which I 
uſed with Reſpe& to the Rule, are applied to parti- 
cular Do&#rines. * He faith, The Certaimty of Scripture 
was not the Point for which the Conference was, How . 
comes he to know better than Mr. G. unleſs he directed 
the Point, and Mr.G. miſtook and loſt it in the Manage- 
ment ? But I am now bound to manifeſt, that Proteſtants 
have Abſolute Certainty, not only of the Scripture, as the 
Rule, but of the Faith they have from that Rule, oy elſe to 
own that I cannot. It ſeems Mr. G's good Nature be- 
tray'd him, when he asked QT about the Rule 
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ef Faith; and .ſo the main Point was loſt. Yet me» 
thinks it was not meer good Nature in Mr. G. For, 
when we are asked, about the Grounds and Certainty 
of our Faith, how is it poſſible we ſhauld anſwer more 
pertinently., than to aſlign. the Rule of our Faith ? 
And we declare it to be the Scripture, by which we 
| judge what we are to believe, and what not. And 
therefore if .any ask us of the Matter of cur Faith, we 
muſt anf{wer, It is whatever. God hath revealed in the 
Scripture which is our Rule, If. they ask us, How we 
come to know theſe Books to be written by ſuch Perſons, we 
lay, It is by the Univerſal Tradition of the Chriſtian 
Churches. If they ask us, Why we believe the Dattrine 
contained in. thoſe Books, then our Anſwer is, From the 
Divine Teftimonies, which make ns certain that it came 
from God, And thus we anſwer both to that which is 
called, the Material and Formal Objet# of Faith ; and if 


we are abſolutely Certain of theſe, we muſt be ſo of our 


Faith. If we ask a Jew about the Certazpty of his 
Faith, he ſaith, he is Certain of it, becauſe@l his Faith 
is contained in the Books of Moſes, and he is well aſſured 
they were written by Divine Inſpiration. If we aska 
Mahometan, of his Faith, his Anſwer is, That his 
Faith is contained in the Alcoran; and by proving that, 
he proves the Certainty of his Faith ; and if that be dil- 
proved, the Certainty of it is overthrown, Thoſe who 
reſolve their Faith into a Written Rule, mult go thither, 
when Queſtions are asked-them about the: Certainty of 
their Fa:zth, For, if I believe every thing in it, and 
nothing but what is in it, there lies my Faith, and the 
Certaizty of it depends upon the Certainty of my Rule, 
But I muſt ſhew the Certainty of the Faith of Proteſtants, 
as it is pretended to be taken from the Rute.. Not certainly, 


when the Queſtion is asked about the entire Objet of 
our 


| for the word 4/[ makes itneceſfary for us to' 
Rule wherein that A/? is contained, -* If he ask us of the, 


{ 
r 
S 
1 
d 
a 
5 
t a 


= YW23E 
our Faith, or when weare:to ſhew how we'ho72 a! the 
ſame Dottrine that was tanght by Chriſt 4nd his Apofes : 
Mign our 


Certainty of any particular Point .of our Faith , then 
we are to make 1t out, that this -is contained in- our 
Rale ; and our Certejmy is' according to:the' Evidente 
we are able to produce for 'it, OY RIOT 

For the Caſe.is not the ſame, as to particular Points 
of Faith, with that of the General Groands of the Cer- 


reinty of Faith. A Jew firmly believes 4ll that - 


is contained in the Books of Mefes, and © with: the 
higheſt Degree: of Certainty ; but whether the 'Re- 
ſurrefFiow can be proved certainly from thoſe Books, 


's a particular Poine ; and. he may have Abſolnte - 


Certaiuty of all contained in thoſe- Books,” tho he 
may not have it, as t fuch a Particular [Point. 
And when we come' to Partiicalay Pornts, their 
Caſe is not only different from the 'Gerers/ Rate 
of Faith, but fach Pojnrs are very different both 
among themſelves, and as to the Cerrairey of them. 

For, (1) There are fome'Poinrs of Faith, which were 
neceſſary to be Revealed, becauſe they were meceſſary 
to be Believed, in order to our Salvation by Jeſs Chriſt. 
For as Mr. S. faith, Se/vation is the thing of greateit 
Importance ; and thetefore- on' Suppoſition; ' that it rs to 
be by Jeſs Chriſt, the Nature of the thing requires, that 
we have a firm and eſtablifhed Faith in him. Andof 
theſe Poznts of Faith, the Church hath gzven a Summary 
n the Creeds which were propoſed to thoſe who were to 


be Baptized z' and not only St.\ Azpuftir, but Aquinas 2. 2.45. 

faith, theſe were takew out of Seriptare”; and the Cer- "I 

14ty of them to us, doth depend not upon the 

Anthority of the Church propofing them ; but the 
E e 


vidence 
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Evidenre' of Scrgpture for them , which is very muck 
confirmed. to us by the Concarrent Teſtimony of 'the 
Chriſtian Church1n-all Ages, fromthe Apoſtles times, 
£.e.as to the main Articles ; for that there was a great 
*raricty, as to ethers,1s evident to any one who will com- 
pare the Ancient Creeds, as Lhave lately ſhewed. And 
theſe main Articles are thoſe which: Aquinas calls the 
prima Credibilia , which, are therefore revealed , be- 
cauſe neceſfary to be believed by all that hope for Sal- 
vation by Jeſus Chriſt. | | 

II. There are other Points of Faith, which are only 
neceſſary to be believed, becauſe they are ſo clearly revealed ; 
As that Cajaphas was High Prieſs when Chriſt ſuffer'd ; 
that there were imo Malefators who ſuffer d with him ; 
that he was: buried in Joſeph of Arimathea's Sepulchre ; 
no Manwho believes the Scripture can doubt of theſe 
things; and yet we donot make theſe Poinrs of Faith in 
themſelves neceſſary, becauſe they have no immediate 
Reference to Salvation , which might have been as 
efteQtually carried on, if there had been another: High 
Prieſt, or Chriſt had lain in another 'Sepu/chre. But 
in theſe Points there is an abſolure Certarnty from the 
unqueſtionable Evidence of their being contained in 
Scripture. 

Ill. There. are dofFrinal points not neceſſary. to Salvati- 
on,about which ſome may attain to a greater Degree of 
Certainty than others. And the ſame Meaſure is not re- 
quired of all; Becauſe Mens Capacities are not equal, 
if they do uſe equal Diligence; and all are not obliged 
to the ſame Degrees of Diligence that ſome are. As 
tothe Points neceſſary to Salvation, God is not want- 
ing by his Grace to-make them known toMen of honeſt 
and ſincere Minds. And this is no peculiar DoQrine 

of mine:, as-F. S. would infinuate , but: it hath my 
. - the 


Queſtion. 
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the :conſtant Doftrine of their moſt Learned and Judi- 


cious School-Divines ; as is evi- 
dent ' from what they ſpeak of 
the Donum IntelleFus and theLu- 
men Fides, which ſecure Men 
from Errour- in what concerns 
their Salvation. If he hath there- 
fore ſuch an Inveterate Spleen a- 
gainſt this Doftrine, let him at- 
taque the greateſt Divines of the 
Church of Rame , who have in 


terms aſſerted the ſame, which T: 
-have done. 


AndI would fainſee 
FJ, S. demonſtrating againſt 4- 
quinas, and all his followers, 3T hat 
there is no ſuch Security from Er- 


rour in Points neceſſary to Salva-. 


Sed circa ea quz ſunt de Neceſſitate 
Salutis, ſufficienter inftruuntur aSpi- 
ritu San{to. 2.2. 9. $. 4. 4. 4d 1, 

Donum intelle&us nunquam ſe 
ſubtrahit ſantis circa ea quz ſunt ne- 
ceffaria ad ſalutem, ſed circa alia in- - 
terdum ſe fubtrahit. ib. 4d. 3. 

A. 3. dicendum quod Lumen Fidei 
facit videre ea quz creduntur---- ita 

r habitum Fidei inclinatur mens 

ominis ad afſentiendum his quz con- 
veniunt certz Fidei & non allis. 2. 2» 
9. I. &. 4. 4d 3+ 

* Per lumen Fidei divinitus infuſum + 
homini homo afſentit his quz ſunt Fi» _ © 
dei, non autem contrariis; & ideo ni- 
hil periculi vel damnationis ineft his 
qui ſunt in Chrifto Jeſu, ab ipſo illu- 
minati per +» 2+ 24-9. 2+ 4.3>- 


ad 2. 


tion, where ever God beſtows true Grace, As to Points not 
neceſſary to Salvation, I do not affirm, there is any ſuch 
Ground of Abſolute Certainty , as to particular Perſons, 
who are only concerned as to their own Salvation. And 
that was the Reaſon of my Anſwer to the fourth 


«© The Univerſal Teſtimony of the Chriſti- 


« at Church, concerning the Book of Scripture , and 
«the DoQrine contained therein is a ſufficient Ground 
© to make us certain of all Matters neceſſary to - our 


&« S21lvation. 


But of this more afterwards; 


It is ſuf- 


ficierit here to- obſerve, that even in the Church of 
Rome, -there are Points of Dofrize, which are not- de 
Fide, and: conſequently the Cerrainty of Faith is not 


required to them. 


And then it is moſt unreaſonable to 


require the Abſolute Certainty of Faith in thoſe things 


which we deny to be Points of Faith. 


It is, as1f we, 


ſhould ask. them . what Abſolute Cerrainty of Faith + 


they . 
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they have, as to the Immaculate Conception and 4ſ- 
ſamption of the B. Virgin, or the Popes Infallibility, 
they would tell us, thele are no Poinrs of Faith with 
them, and therefore it is unreaſonable to ask after the 
Abſolute Certainty of Faith, where there is no Faith pre- 
rended. The ſame we fay, in the like Caſe, It is ve- 
ry abſurd to demand of us the Abſolute Certaintyof our 
Faith in fuch things , wherein we never pretend to a 
Certainty of Faith , but of common Senſe and Reaſon 
proceeding according to the Rule of Scripture. As, if 
Men impoſe falfe and abſurd DoQtrines upon us , as 
Tranſubftantiation; &c. we inlilt upon the Common 
Right of Mankind, not to be requued to believe Con- 
tradiitions ; and the Right of Chriſtians, not to believe, 
what hath neither Scripture, nor Reeſon, nor Tradition 
for it. And theſe are the Grounds on which we reje& the 
Aaditional Creed of Pins the Fourth. We make them 
no Points of Faith at all ; and if others do make them 
ſo, we deſire to be excuſed, becauſe it is. as certain 
to us they are not ſo, as we can be of Negatives : And 
farther than this we go not in ſuch Porzts; and if this 
be what he means by Proteſlant Faith, he hath wy 
Anſwer. 
TV. The Gezera! Reaſon of the Certainty of Faith in 
Particular Perſons is not from Concluſive Evidence as to 
the Points of Faith , but from ſome higher Cauſe; And 
this Mr.-S. ought to know hath been the conſtant Do- 
arine of the Schools ever ſince Divinity hath been 
brought into them. I except only one Fraxciſcus de 
Marchis, who required concluſive Evidence to the Cer- 
rainty of Faith, but he is diſputed 
Greg, Ariminenſ. D. 1, 4A, 4 againft by Gregorius Ariminenſis ; 
& and he ſaith, His DotFrine was con- 
Aemned by the Faculty of Paris ; and 
Grego- 
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Gre ory de Valente, ſpeaks of him Greg. de Valentia, Tim. 2. Diſh. 5 
ich reat Contempt for holding &. te Ks entia, Tom. 3, Diſp. 1» 


fo abfurd a PoQrine. 


The CGertainty of Faith 1s declared by the © Anti- 
eat School-men to be above Opinion, and below Stience : 
by which they .underſtood, +he Ivtrinſic Grounds on 
which Truth is. built ; which Mr. S. makes neceſſary 


to the Profeſſion of it. 

Hugo de Santto Vifore, ſaith , 
That oo higheſt Certainty of Faith 
is awing to 4 Pious and pure Diſpo- 
ſition of the Mind , and an immes+ 
diate Divine Influence. 

Petrus Pitt evienſis, That it lies 
not in Evidence, but Adherence. 

Guliel. Pariſienſis, proves Con» 
cluſive Evidence repugnant to 
Faith,ia a loog Diſcourſe. ' 

Gul. Antiffiodorenſis, thinks r4- 
tional Evidence good to ſupport and 
defend the Faith, and to prepare 


C, 21, 


ide Sanfto Viftore| Sums 
ſent. 1, 6.1, 
De Sacram., I. 1. þ- 11, 6-2. 4. 
Rich. de Santo Vidtor. Declar , Part« 


l. £-373- 


Petr. Piftavienſ. Sentent, Part. 2 


Gul. Par ifienſ. de Fide, c oIs 


Gul. Antiffiador Sum, ia Przf: &: 
kd 3. T,Q 2. | 


men for it ; But that the Certainty of it lies not in Spe- 
enlation, but in an Adberence of the Mind-to the Prime 


Verity. 

Ales, Alenſis, faith likewile , 
its Certainty doth not lie in Spe» 
eulation,but in inward Afﬀettion ana 


Alex. Alenſ. Part, 1. 9.2, M. 3. 
4. 
Part. 3- 9. 68. M. 2. 4.2. 


Adherence.; there is, he ſaith, a» inferionr ſort of As 
pre Faith- which relies on Reaſons and Teſtimonies ; 
ut this, he faith, is meerly Natural and Preparatory to 


Devine Faith. 
Bonaventure ſaith, the Certain- 
ty of. Adberence is beyond that of 


Bonavent, J. 3- D. 23. Q. 44. 


m—_ becauſe « Martyr may have doubts, and yet die 


or his Faith. 


Thomas: 


4s 5+ 


Gd 


14, 15. 


py 
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Thomas Aquinas thinks, thoſe 


Aquin, 1. 9. 46. 4 2. it-C, that go about to bring Demonſtra- 
9-9. $2- 45, te tions for Faith, expoſe it to the 
2:2-9. 2-4, 1- ad 1. : 

9. 3-2. 4-20 3. Scorn and Reproach of - Infidels ; 
5 FEA and he reſolves: the inward Cer- 


tainty of Faith into Divine 1!ls- 
mination ; when the ObjeQion was put, Thar Matters 
of Faith could not be reſolved into firſt Principles. Which 
Mr. S. hath fo long and ſo vainly pretended to. 

Os . Henricus Gaudavenſis faith , 


'= Henr. Gandav. Sum. Art. 7. 'Q. 2, | Fhexre is 4 Certarnty of Adherence 
N. 6, 7,8. | 
Art. 9. Q. 3. Ne 13+ 13. Q. 1. Ne 


in the habit of Faith ; and that the 
\ Evidence of. Credibility falls much 
ſhort of that of Stience ; * and - he 
makes Scripture the Rule, whereby we are to judge of the 
Dottrine of the preſent Church, and of all Ages ſucceeding 
the Apoſtles. | 
Scotus. diſtinguiſheth between 
Acquiſite and Human Faith, and 


Scot. in Sentent. L. 3. Q23, N poo, Infuſed Faith ; but he 


denies any Infallibitity to belong 
to the former. 


Durand. -Prolog. Q. 1. N. 43,46 Durandus denies. Faith ' to be 
 L. 3. Diſt. 24 Q: 3+ N+ 6, 9. conſiſtent with bros Evidence ; 


and that the Motives of Credibility 


affords ſuch Evidence, becauſe that neceſſnates Aſſent. 


And it is obſervable, that he reſolves Fairh not into 
the Teſtimony of the: preſent , | but of the Apoſtolical 
Church. 

. T.need produce no more, to ſhew what a Stranger 
Mr. S. is to the Dot#rixe of his own Church ; or elſe 


. what an obſtinate Oppoler he is of it. But this is ſuſ- 


cient to ſhew what Grounds of the Certainty of Faith 
are allowed by *the. Chief Divines of the Church of 
| Rome, 


Rome, and how very different they are' from thofe of 
the Catholick Letrers. To ſumm up briefly therefare 
—_ of this Controverfie about the 'Cerrarmry of our 
Frith; toe « wer Es; 

I. I aſſert, That we are Abſolutely Certain of the For- 
al Object of our Faith, viz. that whatever God reveals, 
is True, and to be profeſſed by us, though we do not ſee the 
Intrinſick Grounds of it...” _ 24& on 

H. Weare Abſolutely Certain of the Infallible Rule of 
our Faith ; "and that A the neceſſary Points of Faith, in 
order to theSalvationof Mankind, are-therein contained- 

III. The. Geperal Cerrainty of Dyvine Faith 1n true 
Believers, according'to their own Divines, doth not de- 

nd upon Corcluſrve Evidence, or Intrinſick Grounds, 

ut an inward Perception cauſed by Divine Grace. 

IV. Particular Points of Faith are more or leſs Cey- 
tin; according tothe Evidence of their Deduction from 
Seriptare as'the- Rule of Faith. © 

V. Where any Propoſitions are impoled as Points of 
Faith , which others deny, thoſe who impoſe, are 
bound. to prove the:Cerraznty of them as ſuch,” and -not 
thoſe who-reje& them.''s ** - | R | 

And this is our Caſe'as to the Points th Difference be- 
tween us and: thoſe of the Churchiof Rowe : We do not 
make the Negataves any Points of our Faith, any further 
thagas the Seripture is owr Rule,and we'cannot be'bound: 
conſequently: to. receive'any\thing-'as a Point of Faith, \ 
but haies {in it, or. deduced from it. ” But 
the. Church” of Rowe requiring us to receive them as 
Points of Faith, is bound toprove the Cerrajnty of them 
4s. ſuch. r1.--A%4 ; Is. .: LELA. TILTED ; 

Having thus endeavoured to ſet this Controverfie 
about the. Certazmry' of Faith' inits true Light, I'ngw 
proceed: to conſider what Mr. S. doth objett again(t ir. 
And I ſhall conceal nothing that looks -like an Argu-" 
| F ment 


f * 
(34) 
ment. His Raillery I deſpiſe, and his Impertinencies 
Iſhall pai ogere © on Eoin Sabets) 
I, That, which looks moſt like an, Argument, is, 
whag he hath ſet out by way of Propoſitions in his Firſff 
Letter. IE I 
I. God hath left us ſome way to know what ſurely Chriſt 
and his Apoſtles taught. | 
2. Therefore this way muſt be ſuch, that they who take 
i, ſhall arrive by it at the End it was intended for ; 
- 1. e. know ſurely what Chriſt and his Apoſtles taught. 
| 3+ Scriptures, Letter imterpretable, by Private Judg--. 
ments, is not that way'; for we experience Presbyterians 
and Socinians ( for Example) both-take that may, yet: 
differ in ſuch high Fundamentals, as the Trinity and the 
Godhead of Chriſt. | 
4. Therefore Scriptures Letter interpretable by Private 
Judgments, is not the way left by Gad to:know ſurely what 
Chriſt and his Apoſtles taught, '@r ſarely-to arrive as Right 
Faith. dof | 
5. Therefore they who take only that way, cannot . by #t 
arrive ſurely at right Faith, ſince-"tis_impoſſible to arrive 
at the End,without the means or way that leads to it. >: 
Upon ſctting down this, Mr. S being feaſible he had 
plaid his eff Cards, cannot help a little expreſſing the 
SatisfaCtion he had in the Goodneſs of bis: Game. 1 4do 
not, (ſaith he) expert any' Anſwer: to this [Niſcounſe;; as 
ſhort as it is, and as plain, and as nearly as it;tonches your 
Copy-hold, Alas for me, that am fallen into-the:hands 
of ſuch a Gameſter ! But I am reſolved: to diſappoint 
him, and to. give him a c/ear and: full Anſwer tothis' 
ſhew of Reaſoning. And that ſhall be, by making| it 
appear, * | | 
I. That it proceeds upon Falfe Suppolitions. 
IT. That it deſtroys any Rule of Faith, even his own 
admired Oral and Prattical Tradition. I. That 


05) 
I. That it, prodeeds upon Falſe Suppoſitions. As. 

7 Hs Sr rg on be attained aq theres 
N&' lafellibility... For it Men may \acuiverat Corfernty 
where there is a general Pofibsl:ey, of Deception, all this 
ſeeming Demonſtration comes tonotling.:: And yetthis 

is a thing all Mankind are agreed in, who allow any fuch 
thing as Certainty ;) and the contrary :Opiniona was 
(which Mr..S. litele/thinks 3 the very.Foundation -of 
- Seepticeſm.; wit. T hat there conld bene tCertdinty, unleſs 
Mex could find out ſuch an Infallible Mark of Truth, which 
could not agree to what was Falſe; as he might have 

learned in- Cicero's Lucutas, without ſending 'him'to 

Pyrrho's Scholars. Andzill Zexo and his Diſiples\pre> 
tended to1find'out this, Scepriciſar gained little. Ground; 
but when _—_— to that Principle, That no Cer- 

z4inty was tobe had without it, then a mighty Advan- 

tage was given them, - which they 1mproved accar- 
dingly.: | Buit the more. Judicious Philoſophers were 

forged to-quit the Srorcks Infallible Mark, and'to pro- 

ceed upon ſuch Evidence of Perception, -and Senſe, and 

Ratiocination, as might in things not Self-evident form 
an Aﬀent which excludes all reaſonable Doubt of the 

contrary. - But {tillthoſe who pretended to Iufellib:lity, 

were the moſt deceived. As Epicarnus thought there 

could beno Certainty in Sexſe, unlefs it were made 1»- 

Fallible ; and from hence he ran into that groſs Abſur- 
dity, that the Sun wasreally,no. bigger than he ſeemed 
to be to our Senſes. "For, he weat juſt upon Mr. 8. his 
Principles,  1f there be 4 poſſibility of Deception, there can 

be no True Certainty ; and to make good this Hyperheſis, 

the Sun muſt be no bigger.than a. Bonfire. But the 

Wiſer Philoſophers took in: the AfſiRance of [Reeſor, 

which, though not — ſuch Evidence, 

as afforded Certainty, where it tell ſhort of Demonſtra- 

tiow. As in Phyſical and Moral things. 1 grant, "rc 
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fome of thoſe who talked moſt and beft' of Demonſtr e 
tion, fell wonderfully ſhort. of 'it, when they came to 
apply Notions to Things z and'the Demonſtrations they 
made wereto- little or-no purpoſe,” in the promoting of 
Knowledge, as, that Man is a Rational Creature, &C. 
But their Phyſical Speculations are very far from ; yet 
this doth: not hinder but that a Cerraraty is attainable 
as 'to:the/Nature of Things. 'Andin Morals, they knew 
and confeſſed there could be no Demonſtration in"them; 
yet they profeſſed a true Certainty they had as'to the 
Nature of Happineſs, and the rea] Differences of Veyrne 
and Vice + They 'owned ſome Moral 'Priyciples' to be 
- Abſolutely Certain, as that Good i#5.to be choſen, and Evil 
to be avorded,'&c. but in particular Caſes, they. made 
uſe of the beſt Reaſon they had, to prove fome things 
Good, and others Evil. And. although they could not 
proceed with equal Certainty in'all Vertues and V;ees ; 
yet in ſome they had clear Evadexce, and'iin others they 
made uſe of the beſt means to give SatisfaCtion-to them- 
ſelves and others. 

Thus it is in Matters of Faith, there are ſome things 
Abſolutely Certain, as, that God cannot deceive ws; that 
the Scripture is our Rule of Faith; but then, whether 
ſuch Points be contained 1n that Rule and be of Divine 
Revelation, is not Self-eyident ; andtherefore theſe muſt 
be deduced by all the beſt Methods of Reaſoning from a 
written Rule ; and when Perſons have examined the 
Scripture with all the Care and Diligence,” which 
one who would arrive at Certai/nty thinks. himfelf ob- 
liged to, thenT do affirm, that ſuch a Man may attain 
to a true Certainty and” Satisfattion of Mind about it. 
And that true Certaznty is attainable without Tnfallibility, 
I ſhall prove by an undeniable Inſtance (if an Inſtance 
w1lll be allowed ; and I hope I ſhall make it oo as 
reaſonable for me to produce I»ſtances as himſelf,) yu 

| | : that 


(37) 
- that is, concerning a Poir? of Faith of the greateſt Im- 
portance, viz. That Jeſus Chriſt was the true Meſſias fore- 
- #old by the Prophets. ' The Proof of this depended on the 
. Imterpretation of Scripture ; and there could be no Tofal- 
lible: Interpreter relied upon in this Caſe. As to Chrift 
himſelf, although he really was ſo, yet we ſuppoſe the 
—— to be about him, whether he were an I»fallible 

eacher-or not-; and therefore we muſt not ſuppoſe the 
thing to be proved. As to the Publick Interpretation, 
- which Mr.S.makes his [-fallible Rule, if that were to be- 
relied upon, then a Few was bound not to believe Chriſt 
to be the rrue Meſſias, becauſe the: Publick Interpretation 
was againſt him; and the Traditional Senſe of the Prophe- 
cies was againft him, being for a Temporal Prince;I now 
demand of Mr. S. whether the Jews were capable of Cer- 
:ainty.in this Point or not ? If not,then the Jews were ex- 
cuſedin their Infidelity: If they were,then trueCertainty 
may be had without an Infallible Guide, although the 
Publick Interpretation and Tradition be againſt it. And 
if it may be had in ſo difficult a Caſe, which depended 
on the Senſe of obſcure Prophecies ; much more certainl 
under the clcar.Revelation of the Goſpel ; wherein all 
Neceſſary Points are laid down with ſo much clearneſs, 
_ that the Fault muſt be more -in Mens Ws than their 
Under ſtandings, if they do not apprehend them. 

2. The Second fall: Suppeſition is, That a Rule of 
Faich muſt be a Mechanical Rule, and not a Rational; 
z, e, It muſt be like a Caypenters Rule, that hath all its 
Dimenſions fixed, and ready-to be applied to Material 
things ; bat in matters of Underſtanding no fuch Rule 
is to be expeCted. The. Philoſophers who diſputed fo 
much about Cerrainty, would have laughed at any'man 
who had applied a Material Rule to Intelleftual things ; 


yet this.is Mr. S's great Example: I rake my Ruler, Steond Lt 
| ſaith 7 P+ 25+ 
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ſaith he, 2nd drav 4 Line by it;, does the fireightueſs or 
crookedneſs of this Line depend upon my Underſtanding ? 
By no means. But is there any ſuch {rielledfwal Rae 
as this? There have'been;great Dilputes ian the World, 
among Men of Wit and Subtilty, about the Cerrainty 
of Human Knowledg; Whether any Infallible Crzee- 
ri0z could be found to diſcern Truth and Falſhood ? But 
they never imagined any. ſuch thing as: an Jztelletasl 
Ruler to drew Lines by; but that there were certain 
" Differences of Truth and Falſhood, which men might 
find out, but not without Diligence and Application of 
their Minds to.it. And notwithſtanding the CharaCters 
of-Truth and Falſhood were in themſelves. Certain, yet 
it was very poſhble for Men to miſtake abouf them ; 
not only for want of Judgment, but of Diligence and 
Impartiality : So we ſay here as to'a Rule of Faith ; we 
do not ſuppoſe it to be a Material Rule ; 4. e. If a Man 
take the Letter of Scripture, and apply it to any Opi- 
nions, he muſt preſently know whether they be true or 
falſe ; but it is a Rational and IntellefFual Rule, which 
is abſolutely Certain in it ſelf; and whatever agrees to it 
is True, and whatever doth not is falſe : Bur ſtill there 
may be miſtakes in the Underſtanding and Applying it ; 
and therefore Care, and Diligence, and Impartiality, are 
required ; by which ſome may attain to that Cerrarnty, 
which others miſs off, As in the Points he mentions of 
the Presbyterians and Socinians differing about ſuch high 
Fundamentals, as the Trinity and Godhead of Chriſt. 

1. Why Presbyterians and Soctniens, I beſeech him ? 
There is a notable Inſinuation in this, as though we of 
the Church of England were Socinians in thoſe Points ; 
and none but Papiſts and Presbyterians were Orthodox 
in them. But this is an Inſinuation which hath 'as much 


Folly as Malice in it; fince our ſolema and expreſs Decla- 
rations 
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rations,are to the contrary : And he may as well caltus 
| Papiſts as Sociutans, ſince our Writings are as plainl 
| againſt one, as the other. What our Senſe as to theſe 
| Matters. is, he may find in the D#alognes of the Do#rize 
S the Trinity and Tranſubſtantiation compared ; not long 
iace Publiſhed by a D:vize of the Charch of EnelenZ 
But to paſs this over, 2. Suppoſe the Difference be- 
tween us and the Soriniens, What _— Both take the 
ame way of Scraptures Letter Interpretable by private Tudgs- 
morn yet fe in theſe Fu Cater; / =o TE 
what follows ? That the _—_— is no Certain Rule ? 
By no means. But that the Socinians may err, and cer- 
tainly do inmiſinterpreting this Rule. But how can it be 
a. certain Rule, if men that uſe it may err-in uſing it ? 
How can Reaſon be certain-in-any thing, if Men fol- 
lowingReaſon-may miſtake ? How can Arithmerick be 
a certain way of computation, if Men following the Rules 
of Arithmetick, may miſtake in caſting up a ſum ? 
Doth any Man queſtion the Cerraznty of the Rule, for 
Mens blundering in» their Accompts? yet this is. 
his way: of Reaſoning. And I will put it juft with his 
Propolitzons. 


CS Vo SY TT = TY 0 = YU WEnWw” WW ww wH©ATtTT --” wry Ts: 


I. Arithmetick preſcribes a Certain way by Addition and 
Subſtrattion for us to find out any Sum. 

II. Therefore i muſt be ſuch that they who take it, ſhall 
arrive by it, at the excat Sum. + | 

It. But two Mem who have made ufe of the ſame way, 
? | . differ at leaſt 4 hundred in caſting up the Sum. 
f CIV. Therefore Arithmetick doth not preſcribe a certain © 
- way to attain at aCertain Sum. * - 4 | 
x ' V. Therefore they who take only thet way, cannot by i 
y arrive at the Certain Sum. 
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Is not this clear and evident Demonſtration? But 
thoſe who conſider a little better than Mr. 8. hath done, 
will diſtinguiſh between the ra/e and the application of it. 
The Rule of Arithmetick may be nevertheleſs Certain, 
although thoſe who want Skill, or Care and Dili- 
gence, may miſtake in caſting up a particular Ac- 


compt. x 

The ſame we ſay here, Scripture is a Certain Rule 
in all Fundamental Points, to-lfuch as have Capacity 
and Ulſe, due Care and Diligence4n finding them. But 
we do not deny, but Men through Prejudice, Weak- 
neſs, want of Attention, Authority of Falſe Teachers, 
 Impatienceof throughly examining things,and not uſin 

proper Helps may run into grofs Errors ; ſuch as theſe 
' about the Trinity and Incarnation ; but ſtill the Rule is 
Certain to thoſe who uſe it aright, although it be very 
poſſible for Men through their own Faults:to nuffake 
about it. 

And this is no way diſagreeing to the infinite Wil- 
dom of God, who deals with ys as with Rational Crea- 
tures ; and hath put Faculties into us, that we might 
uſe them in order to the Certainty of our Faith. And 
ſuch Moral Qualifications are required in the New Teſta- 
»ent, inorder to the Diſcerning the DoQrine of it , as 
Humility of Mind, Purity of Fleart, Prayer to God , 
Sincere Endeavour to do the Will of God; that it would 
be very repugnant to the Deſign of it, to ſuppoſe that 
the Letter of Scripture alone would give a Man imme- 
diate and certain DireCtions in all Matters of Doctrine +. 
being applied to it. Therefore an eaſie Anſwer is to 
be given to Mr. S's. great Difficulty, viz. How the Senſe 
drawn from the Letter can any more fail to be true, than 
the Line drawn by the Rule to be ſtraight. For, we lay, 
that the Senſe truly drawn from the Scripture can yy 

AJ 
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fail to be true; but we do not ſay, that every Man 
muſt draw the True Senſe from: the Scripture ; for, al- 
though the Scripture be an Infallible Rule , yet unleſs 
every Man' that makes uſe of it be Ifallible , he may 
* miſtake in the Application of it, And thisto me is 10 
clear, that to make an I»fallible Rule in his Senſe, he 
mult make every Perſon that uſes it I»fallible, or elſe 
he may err'1n the Application of it : But the Right Way, 
faith Mr. S. will certainly bring a Man to his 7 a 
End, and the way muſt needs be 4 wrong way if it do it 
not. The Right way will certainly bring them to their 
Journeys end, if they continue in it ; but here we mult 
conlider what is meant by the Journeys End. If by it 


be underſtood their Se/vation, then we ſay , that thoſe 


who do their utmoſt endeavours to keep in that way , 
ſhall not fail of their Journeys End. But if by it be un- 
derſtood the Certain Truth or Falſhood of every Opinion 
tried by the Scripture, then I anſwer , that although the 
Senſe of Scripture be infallibly true , yet it was not de- 
ſigned as an __ Way for us to know the Truthand 
Falſbood of all particutar Opinions by. * For, as Mr. S. 
well obſerves, Salvation is that which chiefly imports us; 
and it was for that End the DoQrine of Chriſt is made 
known to us, and it is an 1»fallible Way to it, if Men 
continue therein ; but for judging the Truth or Falſbocd 
of Opinions without reſpe&t to Salvation as the End, 
it was not intended as an Ifallible Way to every one 
that makes uſe of it; and therefore it 1s calie for Men 
to miſtake in judging by it of things.it was not deſign'd 
for. Asif a Man deſigned to obſerve all the o/d Roman 
Cities and Stations here , and were told the old Roman 
Way would be a Certain Way to lead him to them, with 
the help of the Roman Itinerary, if that Man objeQts, 
that this will not do, for he cannot find out all the 
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Modern Towns and Villages by this Means, 1s it not z 
juſt and reaſonable Anſwer to ſay, that is a moſt Cey. 
rain way,which leadsa Man to that which it was deſign'd 
for ; and the Roman way was only intended for Roman 
Foundations , but it is very unreaſonable to find fault 
withit, becauſe it doth not lead you to all Modern 
Towns and Villages. So ſay There ; the Scyiprure was 
deſigned by Divine Wiſdom to make us Wiſe to Salua- 
tion, and thither it will infallibly lead us, if we kee 
to it ; but if beſides this we would know by it ſach 
things as are not neceſſary to Salvation, we blame it 
for that, which was not in the Original Intention and 
Defienof it. For, when we make uſe of it to be our 
Rule of Judgment, meerly as to Truth and Falſhood 
of things not neceſſary to Salvation ; it 1s not becauſe 
it was deſigned for that End ; but becauſe it is of Dz#- 
vine Revelation, and (o is the ſureſt Standard of Divize 
Truth ; and we are ſure there is no other Rule for us 
to judge beſides. From whence we may and ought to 
rejeQt any Points of Faith impoſed upon us, which are 
neither contained in Scripture, nor can be proved from 
it. And fo it is our poſitive Rule of Faith, as to all 
Neceſſary Articles ; and our Negative Rule as to all 
vg Points of Faith, which are not proved from 
thence. 

TI. 1 anſwer, that this Method of Mr. S. will over- 
throw the Poſſibility of any Rule of Faith ; becauſe 
none can be aſſigned, which it is not poſſible for Men 
to miſapprehend, and to miftake about it. Let us at 
preſent fuppoſe Mr. S. to ſubſtitute his Rule of Paith 
m ſtead of Scripture , viz. Oral and Praftical Tradition. 
Why may not Men miſtake the Sexſe of Tradition, 
as well as the Saf of Scripture ? Is Tradition more 
Efallible in it (elf 7 Is it deliver'd by Perſons more [-- 

; ; - fallible ? 
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fallible ? Doth' it make thoſe to whom it is delivered 
Infallible ? Why then, may not thoſe who deliver it, 
and thoſe who receive it, both be miſtaken about it ? 


manner , that we cannot miſtake the Sexſe of it , we 
muft be all agreed, whether we will or not. For, how 
can we diſagree, if we cannot miſtake the Senſe of 
Tradition ? "Not while we hold to Tradition, Then it 
ſcems&'it is. poſſible not to hold to Tredition ; and if fo, 
we have found a terrible flaw in Human Narnre , that 
will let in Errors in abundance, vzz. that it may grofly 
err abour the Rule of Faith ; yea, fo far as to Renounce 
it. Bur how is this poſſible, if the Serſe of Tradition 
be infallibly convey'd ? For is not Traditions being the 
Role of Faith any part of it? We muft in Reaſon 
ſi this : And if we do fo, how can Perſons Re» 
nounce its being the Rae, while they cannot but be- 
lieve-its being the Rule ? If Men 'may miftake_ abour- 
Traditions being the Rule of Faith ; why may we not 
{nppoſe, they may as welt miftake about any Pornts 
convey'd by it ? For the greateſt Security lying in the 
Rule, there mult be more. Care taken about that, than 
abour the Points eonvey'd by it. 

But let us ſee how he proves that Men cannot m1- 
ftake the Senfe of Tradition EN Points : = 

2 orce 
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force of what he ſaith, is, 'That Men were alivays 'Men,. 
and Chriſtians were always Chriſtians ; and Mi. S. is 
always Mr. S. pretending Demonſtration, when there 
is nothing like it. It Men were always Men, they were 
always apt to be deceived ; and unleſs Chriſtians by 
being ſuch are Irfallible, they are liable to Miſtakes. 
But the higheſt means to convey the Senſe of Words are to be 
found in Tradition, I am quite of another Opinion ; 
I think it the moſt uncertain way in the World ; and 
the Corruption of the firſt Ages of the World are an 
Evident Proof of it ; when there were all poſſible Ad- 
vantages of Tradition, and yet the Principles of Nat«- 
ral Religion. were ſtrangely corrupted, although they 
were plain, eaſie, few, of the higheſt Importance, 
and Men lived ſolong to inculcate them into the Minds 
of their Children. If therefore, notwithſtanding Tre- 
dition, the World might then degenerate tato Polytheiſm 
and Idolatry ; what abſurdity is it to ſuppole,- that not- 
withſtanding Tradztion, the Chriſtian DoQtrine might 
be corrupted likewiſe ? I) 

But Mr. S. alledges not only Words but Aions, to 
determine the Senſe of them; as, that 'Chiiſt is the Son of 
God ; by Praying to him, and giving Divine Reverence 
to Chriſt without ftinting them, or making them ſcruple, 
leſt they give too much, or commit taolatry by giving that. 
fo a Creature, which is due only to God. ' And does not 
this Praitice, beyond all poſſibility of Miſtake, infinuate 
znto them, that he is equally to be adored with God the Fa- 
ther, or Co-equal to him, and ſo not a Creature, but Very 
God of Very God ? 

I Anſwer, | 

I. Would not the very ſame Reaſoning have made 
the coming in-of 1dolatry impoſſible ? For, that there 
was but oze True God, was evident from all AQs of 
Worſbip, 
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Worſhip, being given only to Him, as the proper Ob- 
jet Ph. ; th then could Mea ſo foully miſtake, as . 
to give proper Diyide.'Worſhip to any Creature,” there - 
being an- infinite Diſtance between' God and his Crea- 
tures, which every Child could not but know by a con- 
ſtant Tradition from Adam. | | 
11; How was it poſſible'that Externpd 4Af7ts of Wor- 
ſip ſhould ſo infallibly prove Chriſti xo berrue God, if all 
External Acts of Worſhip be -of an-Equiveral Nature, 
and receive theirDetermination from the'inwardSenſe of , 
the Mind? Did not the Arias ,uſe the ſame External Atts 
of Worſbip with,others, with reſpe&tto Chriſt? Where 
did they\ever Fparate from the £4re/iien Afſemblies,,on 
the, account of the Worſhip, givent9'Chryt 2? TF nor, 
how was it poſſible from thence to prove Chriſt 'not. to. 
be a Creatare,? So that'this is very tar from putting the 
Point. of the. Divinigy gf.,Chrif, beypad. the paſibility of 
(4 take, ! Elpeaally, ,wheq. Solems, Javordtion, which 
15. one of the moſt; natural ,Parts.of., Divsne Wor(pbip, 
came to 'be allowed: to megx Creatures... All the difte: 
rence that can: be aſfigned+then, mult be from, Mens 
< ro as. and Pr ofe/ſons,,camd,ngt..fr gmftheir Exeryal 
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nt. The ſame' Divine Reverence was given to Chriſt 
in the Apoſtolical Times, and the, utmoſt Care uſed: to 
inſtru. People inthe. True \DoQrine gf, Chriſt:;;.and 
yet then we. find that Perſons;didl.Ert inthe $cnſe.of 
that Propoſition, | 


as, 


| hat Chrift 1s.,the Son, of Goda |! Foy, 
even then, the Ebionztes and Cerinthians underſtood. it, 
not in Reſpect of. Nature; but Adoption ;: and ſodid the 
Artemonites and\Samoſaten;ens.afterwards., And\how can 
that be. proved umpoſſble'to be done, which we. ſhe 
was aCtually done 2? .Mea did. notoriouſly miſtake the 
Senſe: of Chriſt's being the Son of God, when it was re 
ceive 
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- ceived by Tradition ; and yet Mr. $. pretends it cannot 
be miſtaken, if it be ſo received. 

Third Let» . Ms. S. ftill urges; That Faith hath Senſe in it ; and it 
ter, P« 14+ 39 exeonfoftent with the Nature of Mankind, not to hold 
ſome Senſe or other, and with the Nature of Chriſtians, 
not to inſtrutt their Children in that Senſe. And 1 think 
Words writtes have- as much Sexfe' in them as Words 
ſpokes , and toſs liable to. Miſtakes ; there being no 
ſoch mixtares of the Infirmirtes of Men in a Wren 

Rate, as in Oral Tradition. - But Inſtances are untuck 

things te. be brought againſt Demonſtrations, andfuc 
is thar of the' Cerinthiens and Artemonites, who pleaded 
Tradition fax their Sexft ; and yet they were Men, and 
| ory to deliver the irve Dotirine'of Chriff to their 

iſciples. 03 ve þ<FTKS 

 Talledged another Inflance, how the Senſe of 7r4- 
dition» mipht be miſtaken ; and that was about @ Real 
Preſence inthe Encharifh, which might be underſtoodin 
very different Senſes. -' No, faith Mr. $. 'That' cannot 
be; for, Faith works on owr devout Aﬀettions, which muſt 
 exther oblige ns ay an irifinite Veneration to a Creature, 
if Chriff*s yea! G (and confequently God) be not theye, 
or if Chriſt be not God, which i the greateſt deviation 
from true Religion that is poſſible ; or elſe tobe highly irre- 
werent, and to want the moſt efficacions Motive that can be 
imagined $9 excite and elevate our Devotions, if he be 
there, or Chriſt be Indeed God, Truly Mr. 8's way of 
Writing is the moſt :efeAtualmeans I know to make 
me Queſtion whether written Words be 4 good way ro 
-convey aCertain Senfe to our Minds. For, I cannot un- 
'derftand, how Faiths working on onr devout Afﬀettions, 
ſhould” oblige us, either to pay an' infinite Venerationto s 

Creeture, or elſe to be highly 1rreverent. , For, fuppofin 
I believe Chris Body not to be-reztly in the apy 4 
c 


IE? 
but yet that Chrs/t himſelf s God, I think my ſelf bound 
 toſhew the utmoſt Reverence to Chriſt s God, even in 
the Af of Receiving the Exchariſt : And 1 am of Opi- 
nion, that the juſt Apprehenfion of the Divine Ma- 
jeſty, is as apt to excite and elevate owr Devotion, as the: 

heving the Body of Chriſt to be there really preſent. 
But it is obſervable, what Mr. $. here grants, that if 
Chriſt's Body be not there, they are guilty of paying an 
Infinite Yeneration to a Creature, which ts the greateſt de- 
wiation from true Religion that is poſſible. And upon 
my Word then they had need have better Aſſurance, 
than what he offers, to prove ChrifſPs real Body to be 
there. For, if as great Reverence may be Co | 
in Heaven, as if ks were in the Elements, 1 cannot ſee 
how the Poſture of Adoration can any ways determin 
the Senſe of Tradition in this Matter. 

And rhus Mr. S. hath left the Senſe of Tradition as 
uncertain, as he pretends that of Scripture to be 3 and 
if his Argument will hold againſt the One being the 
Rule of Faith, it will do as great a Kindneſs for the 

Other alſo. Thus I have-fully anſwered his main Ar- 
- -gument , againſt Scriptures being a Rule of Faith , 


which he hath been fo free with me, as to tell me I x;,p z-. 
cannot Anſwer ; and he and F maſt now leave it to the ©, p. 32... 


Reader's Judgment. 

The ſumm of it is, 

I. We diſtinguiſh Neceſſary Points of Faith, from 
Matters of Speculation. 

17. We diſtinguiſh Certaivty of Faith in order to Sal- 
Keno my and Certainty of Opinion in Matters of Contro-. 
VErTIE. -- 

IT. We diſtinguiſh the Cer:ain;y of the Rue, from: 
the Certainty of the Application of that Rule. 


And: 
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-And then my Anſwer lies in theſe things ; 

I. That the Scriprareis a certain Rule: of Faith as t0 
all Points neceſſary to Salvation, to all ſuch as make uſe 
. of it as ſuch, and do nor through their own-fault make 
-a wrong Application thereof. | 
II. That the-Scripture was not deſigned for- a Certarn 
| Rule as to Unneceſſary Opinions ; and therefore. Mens 
. not arriving at a-Certaint34n them,” doth not.-hinder' its 
. being a Rule of Faith. 

III. That Scripture being our Rule of Faith, we are 
bound to reje& all pretended Arrticles of Faith, which 
cannot with: Certainty be proved from the Senſe of Scrip- 
- Fare. - | And ſo'the Proof of Certainty lies upon thoſe who 
affirm ſuch Articles of 'Faith, and not upon us who 
deny them. | | 

This Argument is Mr. $*s Goliah, and now it-is no 
wonder if his leſſer, Men at Arms toon quit the Field. 
But I muſt take ſome notice of them, leſt they be mag- 
.nified, by being lighted. | 


' His next Argument is, T hat I contraditt myſelf : I hope 
.T have in the beginning made him unwilling to repeat 
ſuch a Charge againſt me, till he hath cleared himſelf. 
But wherein is it ? In another place, he faith, I dezy 
any Abſolute Certainty as to Tradition atteſting the Books of 
Scripture ; which in the Conference T aſſerted. I have 
-looked in the Place he refers to, and there I find -no- 
thing like it. I deny the Neceſſity of any Infallible 
. Society of Men, either to Atteſt or Explain the Scrip- 
ture. Where, by an 1zfallible Society of Men, I mean 
ſuch as have a Divine Aſſiſtance to that purpoſe : And 
; what is this to the Abſolute Certaznty we have of - the 
Books of | Scripture by Univerſal Tradition ? But he 


urges it further , 1f this Society be not Infallible, then 
i 


FF 


it is Fallible; and 4 if it be Fallible, then we cannot be 
more;than fallibly Certain; . and ſo.we can have. no abſolute 
Cerraint from 4 Fallible Teſtimony. This is the. whole 
force. ol what he faith, - To which LAnſwer, Toy 


oſ- * Tunderſtand no ſuch thing as Infallibility in Man- 
kind,..but bY, immediate, Divine Aſſiſtance, 1 grant, that 
the. Holy Spirit may, , where, he -pleaſes, . preſerve. the 
Minds ,of Men, from any. poſſibility; of miſtake, as, to 
thoſe things, wherein it goth .inli flea them ;. but ſer 
alide this, there is no ſuch-thi _ fall ;. the 
utmolt is a rat of Cony6190h by built-an clear. and convin- 
cing Motives. "Where the Motives are meetly probable, 
there may be Opingon,: PRs no Certainty.; where the 
Evidence '1s Ho ſo ſtrong as to determine Aſſcnt, 
there.is 1Certainty 2s to the Mind:; as when-: IR aa 
monly. Bays by are ws of pen hn, things, 
more, than that we ieye.. them.;, 
the Evidence is the hi broly which in' point Bp {hr ben 
the thing is capable of, ". then HRere19 that which Icall 
4olo te Certaroty.5 4. 4 ſich:as depends\r rk 'On 


atof the Mind; buy the Evidence. w 
car Ale, <6 od" ey EIDIG I fr 
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n If, by beia a lll ly; \ Certain, he, means any. 4 SH 
cion , Yaris ndlng.. ſuch. E yidence. un all. rs 
Circui For] 94 way ber A rr: 4 Haga] urterly dex it; 
for other! ils Cn” be ab olut y Certagn, ;, ut. if 
he means ROK , a there 1s no Dzvine In allibility 
(and I know. no other) then I own that there is till hu- 
man: Fallibility confiftent with this Abſclate Certainty. 
But Mc..S. will have Abſolute Certainty $0 be Infallible : 
If nothing will atisfie him, but Human (7... fallible) 
OI much: good may 8: do him, but I —_ 
rather 


Firſt Let- 
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rather chuſe proper Terms, which I know'the'certain 
meaning of, than' tmproper, thongh tliey make' a- far 
greater Nvife. IF do-own'an' Abſotrre Certainty* in fome 
AQs of the Mind by i»werd Perception, as that: I rhink, 
T doubt, and that I am ; I doown an Abſolute Certainty 
as tocomimon ObjetFs of Senſe ; aid as to: fome Detu- 
Qjons of Reaſon; Þ ds own an AfofareCerrainty as'to 
fone Matters of Fat#, by a Concurtence! of Cireuin+ 
ftarices ;-but' f6r all thit, I do not account 'Human Na+ 
ture Tnfallible, nor this an Irfallible Certainry, unlels it 
be taken itt artother Senſe than-Divimes take it in. - For 
even the Divines of the Church of: Rome as well as 
Oursmake's diffetence Between'd Himenand Arq 
Cerrainty, ahd rat which' is Dive and\ Tofathibte, 


And if Mr.'8. by Divine neats Fmes, and by Infal- 


Eble no' more than Certain, he muft not think he hath 
—_ afy great matter, when he tiath made \uſ&'6f 
36) pl, or oper and untftral Senſe. ©; 1 0707 


IE. His next Atguritentis, That o&r Rate of Faith is 
contnion to WII the. Herefies in che World, which pretend 
Scripruvre, as well" as we. This is juft the Old'Seprival 
Argument againſt Cerrasnry ; if there be any fich thing 
as Certaznty, you muſt aſſign ſuch a Criterion which :s 
vt. common to Trath ad Falſbood ; but if you - cannot 
afſign atiy ſuch Mark of Truth, which-may tiot'as well 

pree to" what is'Falfe, then there is no fact thing ds 
Certainty to be had. In Matters of this nature; the 
Proof muft not lie in gexerals, but we muft core to 
particulars, to ſhew the Grownads of our Certainty, viz. 45 
to the Trinity, aud Incarnation of Chriff, and then if we 
cannot ſhew why we believe thoſe Points, and rejet 


' the oppoſite Herefies, as Arizniſm, Sabell;aniſm, En- 


txchiariſm, &c. then we are to bs blamed for want of 
Certasnty 
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Certainty in theſe Points, but not: before. But this, be 
faith, iis to make Light and Darkneſs wer conſiſtent, and. 
Chriſt and Beliad werg.good Erzends.. Itſeems then, there 
is n0 ditferenceto be tound. by ghe Rule of Scripture, be- 
ons the Do@rine.of- Chriſt and the Devil. Is this 
n_ Truth your avowed Principle ? Do you in earneſt 
Faro the Scripture to.be ſuch a, Chaos, where. thereis 
no-gifference of Light and Darkneſs, and that;vothing 
but Confe/jan can be found in it ; And we, cannot tell 
by.it, whether we are 0 Worſhip God or the Devil 
It Mr. S. grants, that'there .is enough in co to 
vtingulh cheſs rwo; two.;, then it 4s.a Rate fo-far,. as.to 
put a;di Wen, Lies 68 aud Daxkneſ7, between 
Chriſt and. Be{jal. ; prefſians muſt be diſ- 
owned as lia 5 CCC bene ee his pitiful 
Defence of ithem An his Second Lerter ; which is, 'Thaz Second Int- 
he newer ſaid that Chriſt, and. Beljal cauld be reconciled, & pet 
adtanced any , Gras chat impliedsr. But. he ſaid, Thee ** 
ro make Scripture aur Rule, 15 to: mate Light and Darkneſs 
conſiſtent, and Chriſt and Belial wvery.good Friends, And 
is not : this BS ajpheny 368 papin. vry yy ? rage Splice, 
thatif we go by: that Rule 
Friends. How. can this os o'r ay ſes chat by 
Scriptuze alone, we can find. no pail ke 
tween 1,ight aud js between Chriſt avd Belial 17 
Let Mr. S. Anſwer.to this, and ork toeſcape, wich 
{uch a poor Ey [ihe orvns the-; d Crttaiy 
Rale.as to thedifference of. Chrift avd Hh 90 e's 
and Darkneſs it ' we have, aA pas much, cnn 
ſome Marrs ery reat —__ the, Seripture 19.4 
very. {# =_ eters IS gg org aingyy, as 00 All 
Rough [0 aA if\kihe-ld, \a8to 
t hell otmns. oh en, apo as:j to 0ther}Ponits 
canſequent upan,thele!? i Girif ie the « Brod Saw of ; 
0 
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God in oppoſition to Heathen Deities, and we canknow 
him by Scripture to be ſo, then'we may as well know 
him-to be rhe Eternal  S9:of * Go in 6 poſition 'to'4- 
rians and Socinians: "If apainlt the Heothens we'can 
prove from Scripture, that the Word was made Fleſh, 
Why will not this as. well hold againſt Neftorians and 
Eutychians ? "And fo the Scripture becomes: a very. ſuffi- 
cient Ridle to diſtinguiſh -Lrighe and* Darkneſ3"in ſuch 
Points among Chriſtians too, For, is it ever the leſs fit 
to be a Rule, becauſe both Parties own it? Bur, chey 
differ about the Senſe of it , and therefore Controverſies 
can never be tnded by it. If Chureh-Hiſtory*degeive us 
not, the greateſt Controverſies were ended. by it, be- 
fore General' Councils were heard of ; and more'than 
have|been fince. Many of thoſe weread of 'in the Firſt 
Ages were quite laid aſleep, as Theodoyer obſerves ; but 
© fince' Church. Authority interpoſed, m_the © molt Reaſo- 
nable. manner, ſome Differences have been perpetuated, 
as appears by the Neſtorian and Extychian Controver- 
fies. 1 donot blame the Authority of Councils, proceed- 
ing as they then did by the Rule of Scriptures, but the 
Event ſhewed, that the moſt probable Means, are ſomes» 
times very ineffeQtual for ending Controverſies. And 
thoſe which Men think will moſt effeQtually Suppreſs 
Hereſies, do often give a New Life and Spirit to them. 
So vain are the Imaginations of Men about putting an 
End to Controverſies, till they do come to a Certainty 
about the zrue Senſe of Scripture. Tt is poſſible to ſtop 
Mens Mouths by Force and Power, but nothing brings 
Men to a true SatisfaQtion, but inward Conviction as to 
the true Senſe of Scripture ; and there' can be no 74 
tional Certainty as to theſe Points without 'it... If 
Controverſies ' be not ended, | let us not blame the 
Wiſdom of Providence ;. for God doth not always ap- 

point 
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point' the Means moſt effteQual in our Judgment, 
but ſuch as are moſt ſuitable to his own Deſign. 
And we-ſee Reaſon enough to blame the Folly and 
weakneſs, the: Prejudice and Partiality, the Wilfulneſs 
and Obſtinacy of Mankind ; and till Human Nature 
be brought to a better Temper , we may deſpair of 
ſeeing any End of Controverſies. Men may Diſpute, and 
for all that' I know, will do to the Worlds End, about 
the Method to put an End to- Diſputes. For, the Con- 
troverlies about Certainty and Fatality have been always 
: the Matters of Debate, among diſputing Men, under 
feveral Names and Hypotheſes, and are like ſo to be 
to the general Conflagration. | 

IV. Heſaith, Scripture is not our diſtinguiſhing Rule 
of Faith, but our own particular Judgments about Scrip- 
ture; for that which diftinguiſhes my Rule from that of 
the moſt abominable. Hereſies , can only be my own Judge- 
- ment upon'the Letter of Scripture, and wriggle which 
way I will, there it will, and muſt end at laſt: 1 wiſh 
Mr. S. had been a little better converſant in the old 
Diſputes about Certarnty ; for it would have ſaved me 


Firſt Let- 
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the trouble of anſwering ſome impertinent Objections ; - 
ſuch as rhis before us.. For they would have been 


thought mean Logicians, who could not put a diffe- 
rence between the Rule of Judgment, and the Judg- 
27ent which a Man made according to the Rule. Sup- 
poſe the Queſtion were abour Sex/e, whether that were 
a certain Rule, or not,to judge by ; and Epicurns ſhould 
affirm it, and ſay he fo firmly believed it, that he judged 
the Sun to be no bigger than he ſeemed to his Senſes ; 
. would not he have been thought ridiculous, who ſhould 
have ſaid , this. Fancy of Epricurus was his Rule? The 
Rule he went by was 1a it ſelf certain; but he made 


a wrong Judgment upon it ; but that was not his m 
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So it is here. We declare the Scriptare to be our only 
certain and ſtanding Rule, whereby we are to, judge 
in Matters of Faith ; and we underſtand it as well as 
we can, and form our Judgments by it ; but doth at 
hence follow, that our Judgement is our Rule? We 
may be deceived in our Judgments, but -our Rule 1s 
infallible ; we may difter in our Jadgments, but our 
Rule is one and the ſame. And how 45 it poſſible. for 
thoſe who differ in Judgment, to have the {ame Rule , 
if our Rele and our Judements be the fame ? For then 
their Rates mult be as different as their Judgments. I 
know not what Modern. Logsck Mr.S, learnt ; but I am 
{ure he learnt not this way of Resſovgng from the Anti- 
ent Philoſophers, who diſcourſed about the Creteriow af- 
ter another manner than our great pretender to Lo- 
giok doth. 

V. :He objeCts, That owr People do wot make Scriptere 
the Rule of their Fajth, wot one in s Million relying up- 
Ou it ., and therefore #hwpretence of nine, he auth, lcoks 
like ameer Jeſt ; and he,cannot. —_— himſelf, that 1 
am in earneſt , while 1 advance ſuch « Paradox, What 
doth F.S. mean, to :call one of the Articles of our 
Church, « Feſt. and's Paradax ? bor the Words :of our 
Sixth Arzicle, are, Holy Scripture containeth all things 'ne- 
a, pr ym eee ng gee 
| PNoved thereby, not io required 7 
ſhould be believed as an Avticle of Faith,  02-be thought cequiſite 
-02 neeeſſary to Salvation. 

Doth F. $. now take this for a Parazox among us'? 
I aflure him, I love -not to make Jeſts about Scripture, 
nor matters of Faith and Saluation. But wherein doth 
this eff lie ? Why, forſooth , I make the People £0 make 
Scripture their Rule, and wat one in a Million thinks of 
xelying on it. Havethey then any other Rule of pony 
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whichithey' rely #pox ? What is it, I pray ? Is it the 
Churches Infallgb#ity? No. Is it Piwethe Fourth's Creed? 

No truly, while they are Children, they believe Traditi- P*%* 27- 

I Aer £ —-— _ raaition is indeed | 
a Rule. aitth for Ciuldren ; who are very a ty 
Fo rad their Fathers and Teachers. But hippo 
they come #0- 1 ren what Rule of Faith 
have they'then'? & they a: Judgment of Diſcretion 
then? No ; this is enother Feft. For he fuppoſes all our 
People to- be a dull. fort, of Animals , that underſtand 
nothing of Scriprare or Faich themſelves, (I wonder 
then; that they- make no more: Converts among them): 
fins poſt: jolt ee; eaten hw ocghe ny 

| cevantuy juxt4 eos, tnererore £ e 

NO need Diſcretiow; I hope F. S. knows whoſe 2.2.9.4.2.. 
Feft' or rather Argwnmens that was. Whatever he in- G 
finuates, av to'our E, I have Reaſon to believe far 
berres of then ;- and that allthofe who mind\their Sal- 
vation! do feriouſly read, and confider the Holy Ser; 
tures,- as the' Rule of their Faich, But if ir Marters of 
Opiavon, or in doubeful or obfcure Places, they make uſe 
of the Skill, and' Aﬀiſtancs of their Teachers, wherein: 
arethey to blame ? The Seriprere is Rilltheir Rule, but 
the help of their Teachers is for the better underſtand. 
ing it. And cannot our _ diſtinguiſh berween 
the Role of Faith; and the Helps to anderſtend it ? Sup- 
poſe now-a Mother” or a Nurte ſhould quit honeſt Tra- Pay: 4, 
artion, as F. 8. herecalls it ; and be fo 1ll inclined, as 
fo teach Children to fpell, and to read in the New Te. 
ſtamens, and by that means they come by degrees to 
un the DoEtrine which Chriſt preached , and 
the Miractes whiclthe wrought, and from thence to be- 
kevein Chrift, and to obey his Commands, Idefie to. 
know, into/'what theſe Perſons do Reſolve their mn 
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Is it indeed-.into thoſe who taught them: to read ? or 
into. the New Teſtament, asthe Ground of their Faith ? 
When they have been all-along told, that the Scrip- 
ture alone 15 the-Word of God ; -and whatever they are 
to believe, it is becauſe 1t 1s.contained therein. And 
fo, by whatever means they come to underſtand the 
Scripture, it is that alone they take for- the Rule and 
Foundation of their Faith. If a Man were reſolyed to 
obſerve Heipporrates his Rules ; but finds himſelf unca- 
pable of underſtanding him , and therefore defires-a 
Phyſicians Help ; I would fain know, whether he re- 
lies upon the Skill-of his Interpreter, ,or the Autho- 
rity of Hippocrates? It is poſhble his/Interpreter may 
in ſome doubtful and obſcure Places have miſtaken 
Hippocrates his Meaning ; but however, the Reaſon of 
his- keeping to the Rules is not upon the Account of 
. the Interpreter, but of -Fippocrates. | But oreoe 4 Col- 

lege of Phyſicians interpret | Hippocrates otherwiſe ; is he 
bound then to believe his own Interpreter againſt the Senſe 
of the College ? T anſwer; If a College of Phyſicians ſhould 
tranſlate Bread for Cheeſe ;. or-by Phlebotoniy ſhould de- 
clare was meant. cutting of Artertes\,- or [of a Mans 
Throat, let them preſume to be 'never {0 Tifallible, I 
would truſt. any ſingle -Taterpreter , with the help of 
Lexicon; and Common Senſe againſtthem all;but eſpeci- 
ally, if I can produce Galen, and;the. old Phyſicians, 
who. underſtood Hippocrates beſt, on my (ige.. - This is 
.our Caſe, as to the People , about-d:/putable. Poznts ; 
we do inot ſet up our own Authority againſt a Church 
, pretending to be Infallible ; we never require them to 
truſt wholly to our Judgments ;-but we give them, our 
beſt- Aſſiſtance, and call in. the old Interpreters of xhe 
Church ; and we deſire them to uſe their own Reaſon and 
Judgment with Divine Aſtittance for ſettling their 
Minds. If 


© & i&(a —_—_— £5 us iu. 
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- Tf People be negligent and careleſs, and will not take 
neceſſary pains to inform themſelves, which Mr. S. ſug- 
geſts, we are not bound-to give an Account of thoſe, 
who do-not obſerve our DireHions. And I never yer 
knew the Negligent and Careleſs brought into a Dif: 
pute. of Religion ; for in this Caſe , we muſt ſuppoſe 
People to att according to the Principles of the Religi- 
on they. own ; otherwiſe their Examples fignifie no 
more againſt our Doctrine, than Debauchery doth a- 
gainſt the Rules of Hippocrates. 

But ſuppoſe, faith Mr. S. that one of my own Flock 
| ſhonld tell me, that T have erred in interpreting Scripture, 
he deſires to know , what I would ſay to him. This is a 
very .caſie Queſtion, and ſoon an{wer'd. [ would en- 
deayour to Convince him as well as I conld. And 
that all ? And what would F. S..do more ? Would he 
tell him he was Iafallible ? I. think. not-; but only as 
honeſt Tradition makes him ſo, and how far that goes 
towards it, I ſhall examine afterwards. 

Well; but ſuppoſe: Fohn Biddle againſt the Miniſter 
of his. Pariſh, and the whole Church k 
underſtands Scripture to be plainly againſt a Trinity and 
Chriſt*s Divinity. A USE 

And it is but fair forme - to ſuppoſe him, maintain- 
ing his Herefie againſt F.S. .and letany one judge whe- 
ther of us be more likely to Convince! him. - He owns 
the'Scripture,and confeſles if weean prove our DoRrine' 
from thence, he will yield ; but he laughs at Oral Tra- 
dition, and thinks ita Feſt for any one to prove ſuch a 
Dodrine by it. Aad truly, if: it were not for the Proofs' 
from Scripture, I do much Queſtion, whether any Ar-' 
gument from meer-Tradition could ever confute fuch a 


one as John'Biddle.. -But when we offer ſuch Proofs, as 


are. acknowledged to. be ſufficient in themſelyes, we 
: : LEM I take 
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England' to boot, © 
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take the only proper way to give him Reaſonable Sa- 
tisfaftion. Suppoſe he will not be convinced, Who can 
help that ? Chriſt himſelf met with Wilful and Ob- 
ſtinate Unbelievers. And was this any diſparage- 
ment to his DoArine ? God himſelf hath never pro- 
miſed to cure thoſe who ſhut their Eyes againſt the 
Light, 

Shall the Believing Church then have the Liberty to 
interpret Scripture againſt the Teaching Church? Who 
ever aſlerted any ſuch thing ? We only ſay, that the 
Pcoplz are to underſtand the Grounds of their Faith ; 
and to judge by the belt Helps they can , what Do- 
Arine is agrecable*to Scripture, and to embrace what 


. is ſo, and to reject what is not : But among thoſe 
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Helps we take in, not barely the perfonal Aſſiſtance 
of their own Guide, but the Evidence he brings , as 
to the Senſe of the Teaching Church , in the beſt and 
pureſt Ages. | 

It is very ſtrange, that after this, 'it ſhould preſent- 
ly follow, *Tis evident hence, that Tradition of our Fa- 
thers and Teachers, and not Scriptures Letter, i indeed 
our Rule ; and by it we interpret Scripture, If this be 
ſo evident, then how is it poſſible, we ſhould ſet up the 
Eccleſia Credens againſt the Ecclſis Docens ; as he 
charged us juſt before. If Tradition be'our Rule, and 
we interpret Scripture by it, what fault then are we 
guilty of, if Tradition ſuch an Infallible Rule ? 
But, methinks, this Hence looks a little 1//ogically upon 
the Premiſes ; and if this be his Concluſive Evidence, he 
mult excuſe me as to the making it a Ground of 
my Faith. 

But he allows, That we ſet up Scriptare as our Rue, 
when we Diſpute 4xoinf them; but when that is done , 
we ſet up our own Authortty over the People, and do not 
allow 
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allow them that Priviledge againſt ws , which we take 
azainſt the Charch of Rome. This is all the ftrength 
of what I can make our of that Paragraph. - For if all 
Writing were like his, it would' be the beft Argument 
for Oral Tradition ; his Senſe is fo intricate, and his 
Concluſions ſo remote from his Premiſes. Juſt before 
he ſaid , *Tis evident hence that we follow Tradition. 
And preſently, *T is as evident we do not follow it , and 
ſer up our own Authority againſt it. We do interpret 
Scripture by Tradition ; and yet immediately, we ſet np 
Scripture againſt Tradition. We plead for - the Peoples 
Ripht to a Judgment of Diſcretion ; and yet we do not 
allow them a Tudement of Diſcretion. What inviſible 
links hath Oral Tradition to conneCt things, that ſeem 
ſo far afunder? | 

But however it be expreſſed or connected, his mean- 
ing is, That we only fet up Scripture againſt the Church 
of Rome, and then ſet wp our own Authority over the People. 
This is not poſſible, if we do allow them a Judoment of 
Diſcretion; and this is one of the things he jo much 
charges upon me ; and ſath, He never read any Prote- 
ftant that puts Matters more into private hands than T do; 
and yet in'the very next Page , he faith , TI deny rhe 
People the ſame Priviledge againſt Paſtoral Authority. 
How can I deny them ſuch a Priviledge, if I put 
Matters into their hands above any other Proteſtant ? 
I do not know ,' that IT do in the leaft differ from 
the ſixth Article of our Church ; ner-dCo T take of 
from the due Authority of Biſhops and Paſtors of 
Churches. But all our Diſpute is , abotit this Judg- 
wmejr'ot Diſcretion, whether it be allowable to People, 
and how far, wars, 0 00 


c 


"In his Third Lerr@y he refymes this Afgnment, 4nd 


thither T-folfow him, thar I'may lay things together Letter , 
WI | Ef . © Into #9% 
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into ſome Method. The words he cavils at, are, &'If 
<« we have the Conſent of all Chriſtian Churches againſt 
« the only pretended Infallible Judge, we have their 
** Conſegt likewiſe, that every Man is to judge for 
« his own Salvation. What hurt is there in' this? Ie 
ſeems then nothing will content us now but Infallibility. 
Was there everſuch an awkard Man at Reaſoning ? It 
follows indeed, that either there muſt be an Infallible 
Judge, or every Man muſt judge for himſelf, Do 7 
then allow no Authority to Church-Governors, that do not 
pretend to Infallibility ? Yes, very much, while they 
do not pretend to Impoſe on our Faith, by a pretence to 
Infallibility. But what Occalion-do I: give for this, 
when I ſay only, That every Man muſt judge for his own 
Salvation ; and yet he had the Conſcience to leave this 
out in repeating my Senſe, but two lines after. May 
not you miſtake or pervert to Day, what you heard 
Yeſterday, when I find you miſtaking or perverting 
my Senſe, but at two lines diſtance ? And then run on 
in a long Diſcourſe, as though you had taken the true 
Senſe of my Words. Is not this a fit Perſon zo play our 
Mr. G's Game, who ſhuffles in 10 ſtrange a manner, and 
ſo openly plays falſe Cards ? Where did I ever diſpute 
againſt Church-Authority in due propoſing Matters of 
Faith, . provided that every Maa is to judge for his own 
Salvation ? Bux I have, he ſaith, an aking Tooth at the 
Churches intermedaling in Matters of Faith. From 
whence doth this appear ? This muſt either ariſe from 
great Ignorance, as to the Right of Judging. every Man 
hath as to his own Salvation 3 or from a Malicious De- 
ſign, to.expole me to all Church-Governors; but I pity 
his Ignorance, and deſpiſe his Malice. What pleaſant 
Entertainment doth he make witly the Sober Enquirer ? 
*Ts pity (faith he) but he had.a blew Apron on,. and a Tuh 
. pe 


( (62 | 
20 Hold-forth ix; as a Sober Enquirer may poſſibly find 
ſome Pretenders to I»fallibilitybave done-1n their Time. 
But: what is the. meaning of all 'this ado:about a Sober 
| Enquirer ? I had ſaid many years ago, i That the Scti- 


<< 'ptures being owned, as containing in them the whole. 
« Will of God ſo plainly revealed, that. no Sober. En-' 


« quirer can miſs of what is' neceſſary; for Salvation, 
" x won can be .no- Neceſlity ſuppoſed: of -an Infallible 
« Society-of Men either to Atteſt. or Explain theſe W ri- 
« tings among Chriſtians, any more than there was for 
« ſome Ages before . Chriſt, of ſuch a Body of Men 
« among the Jews, to Atteſt or Explain to: them the 
«© Writings of Moſes ' and the Prophets, And | where 
lies the. Herefie or Danger-of this DoQrine ?- If T ſaid 
that no Sober Enquirer can mils of things neceſſary to 
Salvation in Scripture, it isno more than St,Chry/oftom, 
St. Auguſtin, Aquinas, and other School-meny. had ſaid 


befoxe'me ; and Weye they for blew Aprons and Twbs to 


Hold forth in ? Nay, toſhew how unskilful F. S: is in 
the Writers of his own; Church,, (ifthey do.own 
him) even Be/larmjn himflf grants: as much as Ifay; 
For being to Anſweryhat: Place: Jam.T. 5..1f 4ny Man 
lack Wiſdom, let. him as 6 of \Gad,: who giveth likes at: 
ly, &c. he: Anfwers, -Thiss to be.underſtood 'of S- 


praying to God to; give him Wiſdom, | fhall-got; went 


Wa) 


Bell. de - 
. Ps: | - verbo Dei, 
pientia neceſſaria-ad Salute; ſo then a, Sober Enquirer 1. FL 6. 
ſett. Re 


to 
that whe is Necellery to bis Salvation. And bequates *"** - 


ſeveral; Paſſages: of St. Augw/in:to prove;'#hat; Breyer 
obtains nothing Infallibly: 
uſeful to the Salvation * him that-prays.., If this be then 
obrained Ifallibly,.then;we ſee an lafallible Ground of, 
Certainty, ' as to what. is Neceſlany or-LUetal to;Salvar 
tion. 1 Bellarmin indeed faith, that a,Gift of Interpreta- 
yon 1s not to be had, by Prayer. ; and; Do I ever ſay It 
, is?. 


but. that which neceſſary. or. 
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is? Did I ever pive the leaſt Countenance to Enthu- 


faſtick Pretenders, or to the Breakers of the Laws and 


-Orders of our Eſtabliſhed Church ? What means then 


Third Lets 
een, Pe $97 


< 
. -Mr; G./! .he is like to have a hopeful Game of it, when 


theſe ſpiteful Infinuations? Doth the Man hope to raiſe 
Himſelf by expoſing Me ? Or to be careſſed by F.P. and 
F.W. by the brave attempt of throwing'Dirt ſo plainly 
in my Face ? Which will never ſtick, being ſo unskil- 
fully throwngeitherto my Prejudice, or his Advantage. 
But this Matter about the Peoples Judgment of D1- 
ſcretion, muſt not be. thus paſs'd. over. For, he're- 
ſumes it at the End of his Third Letter, and thought 
it a good reliſhing bit coconclude with. And towards 
the very end, he begins to ſtate the Controverſie, this 
true Logician _— forpotten it before, or reſerved 

it for a Diſert at the laſt. 
To come tloſer(faith he) 42d takeu more diſtintt view of 
ri ay mo of Diſcretion, It: was even-time to come 
er in the 99th. p. of the Third Lerrey, Alas for 


his Subſtitme/talks at this rate at the very end of the 
Game. But let us ſee what feats he will do nowhe 
vomves toſey..* Now he will acquaint me; how fat he-ullows 
it, "and far and how in what he vejets it; | This is well; 
but why ro ſooher ? He Was ar another Game before, 


4+. two or three throws at the Sober Engaizer,, and 


. havirig knock'd him down with his blew Aprow and 
Tub; ks now tomes to'T."G's Cards apaiti, *' And let us 


ſte h5w/ wellhe plays them. - Firſt, He grants; "That 
every Man is to judge for his own Salvation ; #. e. he 
yields' what the Sober Enquirer aimed at, and now 
methitikshe delires the blew Apron md Tub,to Hold:forth 
himſelf" Secondly, "He faith, Al Mankind at wgrerd 
73 it "It feenis then the Firrarichs ate free Carbolicks in 
Mr..S's Opinion. - Thirdly, He yields, That every Men 


Fd 


fortiſbneſs to hold it 5. and $0 deprive- 


find a certain Aathority, and when 
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is t9 judge of the beſt way to Salvation, aud of all the Con- 
troverſies between them and Vs. | Now the £wb is turt'd 
to a Chair, and the Holdzr-forth become a Fudge of Com 
troverſiey. Nay, he goes ſo far as to ſay, rhe egnty 
Temet is ridiculous, as what's moſt ; nay 'that- it 1s 
has, 44 19 les Bip of 1h" Eats 
Priviledge of judping thus, 4s 'to'\debur Dim of the Lis: 
and De his Reaſon,” whel 38 3s moſt uſifal for Fa 
Is not all this very obligins ? But where now lies the 
difference ? Why, truly, ti his bY yer (ds Ding t0 
1308,” 4 


ev Dofallible Rule of 'T radition,” all is well 3" but tf wor, 
1t #5" 16 lower Diſevectun.-> AN hat2 ts ty been! Tg 
of all -the Controverlies betweeti Us already, and. is: 
to ſeek for his Re (IF? ' What Diſcretion: had he'all 
that time; to judge withonr # Rule? What a Fudge of 
Controverſies have we found -at'.laſt' ? ' Methinks the 
Sober Enquire"far exeeed9 him in- poirt of \cometion 
Diſcretion x for he never pretended to judge without a 
Rule, much leſs all the Controverſies betwetn Us: 
But this diſcreet Judge of all Controverſies firſt deter- 
mins all the Points; and when he hath-qone this, he 
finds our his Rule; Of all the Judges of Cottroverfies: 
that have been yet talked of, commend ric to chis fet 
up by F.S. For, how 1s it poſſible for him to judge 
amiſs, .who had noRnle to judge by ? 

You | ſee (faith hey how we allow them the Uſe of their 
Reaſon ard Tudoment of Diſcretion, till it brings them to 
they have once a 


\ 
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that, the ſame Judgment of Diſcretion which ſhewed them- 


that Anthority was Abſolutely Certain , obliges them to 
irnft it, when it tells them-what is Chriſfs Faith, without 
afing their private Tndg ments any longer aboat- the parti- 
cular Points themſelves thus aſcertained to them, but ſub+ 
mitting to it, To-which I Anſwer, »Þ 

; The 


-— 


A \ 
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1. The.fame reaſon.which enabled” Men to find out 


upon 
Matte 
: tobe i 


11. Muſt 
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MI. Muſt T believe Reaſon to be Certain juſt fo far 
and no further ? But who: ſets the  bounds'? Hath' 
God Almighty done it * When and where? 'I may and- 
ought to ule my Reaſon in ſearching after this Certain 
Authority, and judge all Controverſies in order to 
the finding it-out ; all this is allowed ; but as ſoon as 
ever this Certain Authority is diſcover'd, then Goodzight 
Reaſon ; 1 have now no more Ule for you. ' But who 
bid you be ſo.ungrateful to that Certain Reaſon, which 
conducted you o far ? Ir is fery poſſible it may be as 
Uſeful ſill, why then do you turn WRT, af {o une 
kindly afrer ſo good Service : _- 


IV. Areall People capable of this Certain Reaſon, or 
not ? :It requires, it ſeems, a great deal of Logick'to 
_ this Certain Authority , or this Infallible Guide 

y Reaſon; and I am one of thoſe that. think/it can 
never be done : Suppole then, ſome of us duller People 
can never comprehend the' force of this Reaſon, which 
is to lead us to an Infallible Guide, 'W hat is like to be- 
come of us LUncapable People ? Are we all'to be damned 
for Dunces and Blockheads? No, not fo neither; This 
is really ſome Comfort. . For then it is to be hoped' we 
may go to Heaven without finding out this Certain Au- 
thority ; and then we may have True Faith without it. 
This is-ſtill better-and'better.'. And then. T pray what 
need have I to find out this: Certain Anthority-at all, if 
I may have True Faith dnd;be'Saved without it ? 


V. I have greater 'Certainty by Reaſon of the Cer- 
tain. Authority of Scripture, .than you -can have. of the 
Certain Authority of Tradition.. Here is Reaſon on both 
ſides, and Asthority on both ſides: z'but I fay there isno 
Compariſon between either the Reſon or the — 

K <= 
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The Rez/or to believe'the Scripture, is fo incomparably 
bgyond the Reaſon to'believe Oral Tradition. And the 
nthority of Scripture hath fo. much greater Force on 
the Conſciences of Men, that it is very extraordinary 
21-P0ng thoſe who own Scfipture to be the Word of 
God, to find them compared in Point of Authoriry. 
Qr, we mult deal plainly ia this, Matter ; the Scripture: 
look on as the Rule of our Faith, becault it is the 

. Word of God. If you do not own it. to be fo, - but re- 
ſolve all into Tradition, wer know what you are ; but 
if you do gwn the Scripture to be of Divine Revelation, 
how can ;— qprkmacks) to ſet up any. Certain. Authority in 


ompariſon with it ? 


VI, If this Certain Authority be only to lead us into 
he Certazny Senſe of Scripture, then it muſt be either 
into the Senſe of plain: Places, or of difficutt. and:obs» 
{ure :/ If of plain Places, thea it is:to: kindle a. Torch to: 
behold the Sun ; if of obſcure Places, then who hath 
appointed. this. Certain Authority. to. Explain them ? 

Vho is to appoint fuch a Certain. Authoriy in the 
Ahurch; to-Explainhis Word, but God Himſelf? And 

e deſire to ſee ſome plain Phces; that: ſet: up- this. Aus. 
thority to. Explain thoſe which are obſcure and doubt- 
ful. We think it our Duty to read and;ſearch the Serjpe. 

e, and eſpecially the New Teſtament, where we find 
very great Occafion: for this: Certain Authority to. be 

entioned. Woe find Churches newly ſettled ;; and! 

any Diſputes and Controverſies ſtarted among them ; 

and thoſe: of great and; dangerous . Conſequence ;. we 

find the» Apoſtles: giving trequent.[Advice- to: theſe 

Churches with reſpe& to. thele Differences, and: with- 

great carneſtnels giving! Caution-againit Seducers, .and: 

yarning them - of the danger obthem ; but —_— 
| - Vor 


(67) 
Word can we figd in all their Epiſtles tending this 
way, or mentioning any Certain Authority they were to 
ſubmit to, for RE Utng an End to all /Controverlies. 
This is really a Matter of ſo much; Concernment to: the 
whole Chriſtian World, that if any ſuch thing had been 
in the Defign'of Chriſtianity, I can never believe that 
the Apoſtles would have omitted it in-their-feveral E- 
piſtles. ; Had.not they ſufficient Care of the Cerretnty of 
Mens Minds,and of the Peace of the Church ? Was ata 
Secret eoncealed then from them ? Or not thought fit to 
be communicated by them, when it was-moſt necellary 
to. prevent: the early Corruptions and Errofirs of /the 
Chriſtian Churches ? But they are ſo far from it, that 
I cannot find -any Intimation to that purpoſe inall-their 
Writings, although they had the faireſt Occaſions for it. 


VII. If Men by Certain Reaſon bave found out. this 
Certain Authority, What are they to do with this: Ger+ 
tain Reaſon afterwards ? Methinks it is a little hatd 
for ever to diſcharge ſo uſeful a Servant immediately 
after ſo extraordinary a piece of Service, as the. finding 
out an; Infallible.Guide.. We do not find the Apoſtles 
diretting the People not to make uſe of 'their Under» 
ſtandings, becauſe their Guides were Infallible. Tam 
apt to think the Apoſtles were as 1»fallible as Tradition 
or Church- Authority ever ſince ; and therefore: what 
allowance was made by them to a Judgment” of Diſcre: 
#10415. (till to comtinue. W har doth'St. Paul mean to 


ſpeak to the Corinthians in ſuch a manner, T1 ſpeak as zo * © 10- 


Wiſe Men, . judge ye what 1 ſay : How ditferent is this * 


from, I ſpeak by at Infallible Spirit,and ye are not to judge 
what I ſay? W 
all things, Doth he-mean, Svallow all things, and Prove 


they 


21- 


hen he faith to-the >" Dm Prove ' The. 5. 
nothing ? When St, John faith, Try the Spirits, whether» Job. 4.1: 
| K 2 | 


Ja 
he are of God,” Doth he only mean, till they had found 
a [Certain Authority ?' Did not they believe St. John's 

Authority to be Certain ?'If not, to what purpoſe did 
he write this Epiſtle to them ? If he did, he ſuppoſed 
them ſtill to have aliberty of Judging, even thoſe who 
pretended to Inſpiration. For, many falſe Prophets are 
gone out into the world, And there are certain Rules 
and Marks to judge of the Pretences to an Infallible 
Spirit, which were in vain aſſigned; if they were not 
to judge by them. 


VIII. Suppoſe Mcn-differ about this Certain Authority, 
wherein it lies, and how far it extends ; Are not they 
to exerciſe their Reaſon: ſtill about this ? Suppoſe ſome 
pretend , that it lies in an I»fallible Aſiftance which 
Chriſt hath promiſed to his Church in all Ages ; and 
Others ſay, this is impoſſible to be a Ground of Faith, 
becauſe it is itſelf an Article of Faith': Muſt not a 
Man exerciſe his Reaſon about this ? Here is Certain 
Authority pleaded ; but Others ſay , there is Cerrazn 
Reaſon againſt this Pretence of Certdin Authority ; and 
they muſt grant I muſt follow Certaiz Reafon, though 
againſt Certain Authority. Again, Others ſay, the Cer- 
tain Authority of Oral Tradition is a Novel, vain and 
dangerous Opinion, deſtruive of Faith, and leading 
to Heyeſie and Atheiſm; What is to be done in this Calc ? 
Muſt our Reaſon be quitted, and Men not be allowed to 
judge of this Authority by it ? Yes, ti! they come to own 
it, and then they are to judge no longer ; 4. e. put out 
your Eyes once, and ye need-never think of opening 
them after. Be very circumſpe&t in the Choice of 
your Way, till you come to a Precipice, and when you 
are come there, be ſure to throw your {elf from it head- 


| long, and there is an End of: Controverſies, But we do 
not 


IG. £4 
not judge this a very Reaſonable Method]; but think 
he had much better keep upon plain Ground, and uſe 
the beſt Method he can to find the true Way ; and if 
his Judgment, will ſerve him to find the Way to a 
Precipice , we think it will much better ſerve him 
to keep him from it ; And that he had better bear 
with fome imperfeQtion of his Sight ,* than put out 
his Eyes that he may be the more quietly led, he knows 
# . 


not whither. 
There is only one thing more, which deſerves to be 


taken'notice of, about this Argument, viz. that F. S. 


faith, I expreſly exclude the Churches Help ; which is, 
as he triumphantly concludes his Third Letter , The 
Firſt Principle , nay the Quinteſſence of all Hereſie , Fa- 
wateyſm in the Egg, perfett Enthuſiaſm when hatcht, and 
downright Atheiſm when fleds*d. This is a parting Blow 
indeed. It is the bite of an Angry Viper , at its laſt 
Gaſp , when it puts its utmoſt force into the Venom, 
and hopes even dying to deſtroy. Others love to con- 
clude gently , but F. S. is a Man by himſelf, and as 
though he were Writing Epigrams, would reſerve his 
Sting for the laſt. But what Ground is there for all 
this venemous Froth ? Even juſt as much as there was 


for the Author of Pax wvobis to ſay, that I am for intro-. 


ducing Paganiſm ; or for another to make me the 
. Founder of Anti-Catholick, and Anti Chriſtian Dofyines, 
whereas I profeſs to own no other - than what have 
been received in this Church ever ſince the Reforma- 
tion. But ſome Mens Splee» and Gall muſt have a 
Vent leſt it deſtroy them. Ir is ſome fatisfaCtion to 
me to think that none but ſuch, who either Oppoſe of 


Betray oug Church, ſet themſelves thus to defame me ; - 


and it is a great comfort to find. fuch feeble Reaſoning; 


where ſo much Spite and Malice is \diſcover'd. Thus 
| it 


© 
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it is here, with F. $. he could merit nothing without 
giving me hard words, and becauſe many.look on the 
Beginning and End of a Book, who mind accing of 
inc ; therefore he hath here put together as the Con- 
ſequence of my DoQrine, no leſs than Herefie, Fana- - 
ticiſm, Enthuſiaſm, and downright Atheiſm. ' He thought 
he could not make my Caſe E ual with his. own, .un- 
leſs I wore charged with Hezefte, and. Prixciples leads 
to Atheiſm, But he is charged by the mott Zealous 
Catholicks, and in reſpect to his avowed Principles ; 
but my charge here is by an-enraged Adverſary ; and 
for {uch a DoArigne which is owned by all Men of Un- 
derſtanding in both Churches, and if I may name him 
among them, even by F.S. himſelf. My words are, 
If it be ſaid, that the Churches Power will become egglicit 
f0 any, ſober Enquirer, then every ſuch Perſon ma wet 
out*the Churches help find out all neceſſary Points of 
Faith, And where lies the Hereſfie , the Enthuſiaſm, 
the Atheiſm of this DoQtrine, which I have already 


| ſhewed was aſſerted both by Fathers-and School-men 


And 7F.S; himſelf grants, that every Man is to-judge 
for his own Salvation ; and of the beſt way to his Sal 
vation, and of all the Controverſies between them 
and us, and eſpecially of the true Grounds of Faith ; 
and all this without the Churches help. And if hecan 
do all this, I defire to know whether he -cannot find 
out all Neceſſary Points of Faith ? Hath he indeed, 
reſolved all-Controverſies, and yet wants ſome. neceſſa- 
ry Points of Faith ? And hath he found out the Churches 
Authority too, without the Churches Help, and yet 
doth he want ſome neceſſary Points of Faith ? Then it 
follows , that after the ſubmitting to the . Churches 
Authority , there are ftill neceſſary Points* of Faith 
which may be wanting ; and then an abſolute Sub- 
miſhon 
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miſſion is not all tht is. required of one that hath found 
out the Churches Authority. - But my whole Argu- 
ment- there proceeds. xipon a Suppoſition, viz. thar if 
one may without /the ChurThes Help find out the 
Churches Authority in Scripture, then why not all 
neceſlary Points of Faith ? So that it goesupon a Parity 
of Reaſon; and'I ſee no Anſwer at all given or pre- ' 
tended-, but only he endeavours to ſtop my Mouth 
w_ EY Fett es _ 

Thus I have diſpatched this rgument about 
the Judgment of Diſcretion. And Iſkall now ſum up my 
Anſwer in theſe particulars. 


I. Every Chriſtian, as fach, is bottnd'to eriquire after 
the true Way to Salvation , and *hath *a Capzcity'of 
Jadging concerning. it. | :. EY 

IT. Every Chriſtian proceeding according to the 
beſt Rules of judging, hath Reaſon to receive the 
Scripture as the Rule of his Faith. wot Io 

HII. The Scripture is ſo plain in all Neceſſaries, *and 


God" hath promiſed";fuch- Aſſhſtanee to: them, _. 


fincerely ſeek 'it,. that none who! do: fo, - ſhall+ wane 
the knowledge of fuch things as are neceſſary to their 
Salvation. | 9 if 10489 

IV. Whien any thing is offer'd as-neceſſar tobe bes 
lieved\in order” t& Salvation , every Chrifttaw hath a 
Right and” Liberty of Fudging:, whether it can be 
proved' by the' Scripture to be {fo neceſfary or 
not. + + "UH 

V. We do not allow'to particular Perfons the ſame 
Faculty of Judging in donbrtal' Points'of Controverſie, 
whictr we do" as to Matters" that immediately concern 
their Salvation, | | 


YI. No 
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; VI, No pretence of Infallibility or Authority can 
take away that Right of Judging , . which was; al- 
lowed them by the Apoltles, whoſe Authority was In-. 
fallible. Y 

VII.. This, Right of -Judging doth not / exclude the 
Churches due Authority as to Matters of Faith and 
Controverlies of Religion, (as it is declared Are. 20. 
ot. our Church) but all that we now plead for , .is (not 
any Authority as to others) but a Right of Jucging 
as to themſelves,-in Matters that concern their .Sal- 
vation, 

VIII. The Certainty of Faith, as to-them depends up- 
on two Things ; 1. The clearneſs of Scripture about 
them, which implies the Certainty of Reaſon. 2. The 
Promiſe .of Divine Aſſiſtance which makes their 
Faith Divine , both as toits Principle, its Ground, and 
its Efed. | 


But I have not yet ended his Objet#:ons about - our 
Rule of Faith ; For ; 

VI. He objeQs, That we cannot neceſſarily reſolve 
our Faith into the Writings of the Apoſtles only. - What 


' is the meaning . that we cannot neceſſarily reſolve it ? 


I think we muſt Reſolve it into a Written Rule, till we 
ſee another proved. = 

Did the Apoſtles when they went to convert the World, 
go with Books in their Hands, or Words in their Months ? 
Doubtleſs, witch Words in their Mouths. Or were thoſe 
Words a jot leſs Sacred, when they came from their 
Mouths', than when they put them in a Book ? Not one 
jot. Or laſtly, doth any Command from Gon appeay t0 
write the Book 4 Scripture, or any Revelation before hand, 
that it was to be a Rule of Faith to the future Church? 
No ſuch matter ; and the Accidental Occaſions of its 

| | . Writing 
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writing at: fyſt , and its Acceptation afterwards bar any 
ſuch pretences. On the other ſide , their grand Commiſſion 
was not {cribite, but only predicate Evangelium, 

I have given an Account fb lately of the Reaſons 
and Occaſions of writing the Goſpels and. Epiſtles of the 
New Teſtament, that I need only here to give theſe 
general Anſwers. ” 


I, Whatſoever was done as to the Writing the Books 


of the New Teſtament, was done by the immediate Di- Lute, 


reftion and Appointment of the Holy Ghoft. 

II. The Reaſon given, by the Writers of the Goſpels 
themſelves, is, that Matters of Faith might be delivered 
with the greateſt Certainty. 

III. Thoſe Writings were not intended only for the 
Benefit of the Church then being, but for future Apes; 
and thence the Books of Scripture were fo received and 


' eſteemed in the Primitive Churches. 


IV. The moſt Antient Writers of the Chriſtian 
Church aſſure us, that the Apoſtles wrote the ſame 
Doftrine they taught, and for that purpoſe, that they 


might be 4 Pillar and Foundation of Faith, 


V. The moſt certain way we now have to know 
what DoQtrine the Apoſtles taught is by their Writings; 
ſince they taught and wrote the ſame Doctrine ; and we 
are certain we have the Dottrine they wrote, but we 
have no other Way to be certain what DoQrine they 
taught, 

VII He objeQts, That the Queſtion being put con- 


cerning the New Teſtament's containing all Divine Reve. 


lations of Chriſt and his Apoſtles, I gave no diredt Anſwer, Third Ler- 
but ſhuffled it off to Matters neceſſary to Salvation. -The 7 ® ho 


ſetting out ot this is the Subjet of ſome pages. To 
which give an caſie Anſwer. | 
| The 
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The mn concerning the New Teſtament con- 
taining all the Divine Revelations of Chriſt and his 


Apoſtles, may be taken in two Senſes. 


1. As relating to the entire Objef# of Faith ; and fo- 
the Anſwer was moſt direCt and plain, to the ſecond 
Queſtion, © That the Rule, whereby we hold all the fame. 
<« Doctrine, that was taught by Chriſt and his Apoſtles, 
< is by the Divine Revelations contained in the Writings 
' © of the New Teſtament. For ſince we believe all that 
is there, and nothing but what is there, that muſt con- 
tain the Entire Object of our Faith. And the word 41/ 
muſt relate-to that. 

2. As to all thoſe things which particular Perſons 
are bound to believe, as contained therein ; and fo the 
| Queſtion being put, about the Univerſal Teſtimony to 
aſſure #z, 1, e. all particular Chriſtians , That the New 
Teſtament contained all the Divine Revelations of Chrif 
and his Apoſtles : My Anſwer was dire& and appoſite 
to this Senſe, viz. that the Univerſal Teſtimony of the 
Chriſtian Church , as to the Book of Scripture, and 
the Doctrine therein contained, is a ſufficient Ground 
to make us certain, #;e. all particular Perſons, of 
all Matters neceſſary to our Salvation. So that: the 
Subſtance of my Anſwer lies in theſe three things. 


I. That all our Faith is contained in Scripture ; and 
thereby we hold all the DoCtrine taught by Chriſt 
and his Apoſtles. 

IT. That although all particular Perſons may not 
reach to the entire ObjeCt of Faith contained in Scrip- 
ture, yet they had thereby a Certainty , as to all Mat- 
ters neceſlary to their Salvation. 


III, That 


wat JSe£ a4 

"NI. That the Ground of Certainty as to both theſe, 
was the Univerſal Teſtimony of the Chriſtian Church, 
concerning the Books of Scripture , and the DoQtrine 
contained therein. 


The Words of my Letter are,” © We are to conſider, Second Zer- 
« that the Scripture being our ſole and entire Rule of ** * *7 


« Faith, all Matters neceflary to Salvation , muſt be 
«ſuppoſed to be contained therein ; Jnd therefore the 
« fame Teſtimony, which delivers the Scripture to us, 
&« doth deliver all the neceflary Articles as contained 
&« therein, Which are there received as in the Lump ; 
«and if we receive the Book which contains all , we 
* muſt by the ſame Authority receive all contained in 
«it. As if a Purſe be left to a Man by his Fathers 
« Will, full of Gold and Silver, and this by the Exe- 
&©« cutors be declared to contain all the Gold and Silver 
<« his Father left himthey who deliver this Purſe to him 
«< from the Executors, do certainly deliver to him all 
© the Gold and Silver left him by his Father. But if 
© he ſuſpeQs there was both Gold and Silver left him 
« by his Father, which was not in that Purſe, then he 
<«< muſt call in Queſtion the Integrity of the Executors, 
« who declared that all was contained therein. 'This 
« is now the Caſe of the Chriſtian Church, as to all 
« Divine Truths which reſpe&t Mens Salvation ; the 
* Primitive Church, who anſwer to the Executors in 
* the other Caſe , did unanimouſly declare that all 
* ſuch Truths were undoubtedly contained in 'the 
« Written Word. Although therefore there may be a 
<« real Difference in the nature of the DoCQtrines therein 
« contained, as'there is between Gold and Silver, yet 
* he that receives all, muſt receive one as well as the 
« other; and the Matters of Salvation , being of 

4 L 2 « greateſt 
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*« preateſt Moment, they that receive the whole Will 
© of God upon Grounds of Certainty, muſt be aſſured 


< thar therein they receive all Matters neceſſary to our 
<« Salvation. 


Never was any Purſe fo rifled as this is by F. S. he 
examines not only the Cain in it, but the very Srrengs 
and Linizgs of it- He is a dreadful Man at Ranſacking 
a Metaphor. Hetells me, My S:militude is ſo far from 
running on four Legs, that it is in many regards lame on 
the rioht ( and indeed only foot it ought to ſtand on; 
and which is worſe, perhaps againſt my ſelf. The ſum of 
it amounts to this, that becauſe Scripture contains all , 
and Proteſtants have Scripture , therefore they have all. 
A ſtrange kind of Diſcourſe ! As if, becauſe they have it 
in 4 Book, therefore they have it 'in their Minas and Souls, 
in which, and no where elſe Faith is to reſide. 

But was not the Queſtion put , whether we had 
All the Points of Faith which our Saviour taught ? And 
how could I anſwer a Queſtion about A , but by 
ſhewing wlere we had 4/1? If All the DoQtrine of 
Chriſt be there, we muſt be certain we have all, if 
we have the Scripture which contains all. By it « 
not enough to have it in a Book, Tgrant it. But ſtill if 
you ask, where all my Faith is contained; ' 1 muſt refer 
you to that Book which contains All. For I profeſs 
to believe every thing there , and nothing as a Point 
of Faith, but what is there. We do not pretend, that 
it is enough for Perſons to ſay, their Faith is in ſuch a 
Book ; but we grant that they ought to read and 
ſearch, and aQtually believe what ever they find. in 
that Book ; but ſtill all Points are not equally ne- 
celſary to all Perſons that are therein contained, 
but all ſuch as are necetlary to Salvation lie there 
open 
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'open to the | Capacities of all who defire' to know 
them, 0: 

Now this is one of the things F. 8. finds fault with _ 
this ſimilitude of a Purſe for, viz. That People-think 
it is an eaſie thing to apen, and as eaſie to come” at The _ 
Senſe of Scripture, 4s to take Money out of a Purſe : *Tis 
but plucking the Strings, and the. Deed is done. And is 
this any Diſparagement to a Rule of Faith to be plain 
and ealie ? If it were not fo, it could not be a Rule of 
Faith for all Perſons. We do not ſay, that any Perſon 
by opening the Scriptures, may preſently attain to the 
Certain Senſe of all Places of Scripture ; but that which 
I aſſert, is, That no Man who ſets himſelf to read and 
conſider the Scriptures as he ought, and-prays for Wil- 
dom from God, ſhall miſs of knowing, all things ne- 
cellary to his Salvation, But Mr. $.'is for mending 
the Similitude, and truly he doth it after an extraordt-. 
. nary manner. He will allow the Scriptare to be a Purſe, 
provided the Purſes Month were tied up with a Kyot of 
ſuch a myſterious contrivance, that none could open it but 
thoſe who knew the Mind of the Bequeather ; and that the 
Church, to;which it was left as a Legacy, had knowledge of 
his. Mind, and ſo could open it, whilſt Othrrs only per- 
plexed themſelves more while they went about. it. 

The Point then between Us,. is, whether the Scrip- 
ture were lett only.to the Church to Interpret it to. the 
People in all- Points; or whether it were intended tor 
the general good of the whole: Church, ſo as thereby to 
. direct themſelves in gieir Way to-Heaven ; and conſe- 
quently, whether it may not be opened and uncer- 

ood by all Perſons.in Matters: that are neccilary to. 
their Salvation. | | 

One would think by the Church 'of Romes manage- 
ment of the Scripture, keeping\it ſa much 'out-of the 
Peoples 
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only. to be conſulted in' Caſes of great Difficu 
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pre and talking ſo much of the Danger and 


Miſchief that comes by it, that they did eſteem it juſt 
as the Old Romans did the Sybill;zx Oracles , which 
were to be kept up from the view of "the -_ wy and 

and 
no farther Queſtions were to be asked, but what the 


:Keepers of them declared to be their meaning, was to 


be fo received without any farther Examination, And 
this-is the Senſe of the Politicians of that Church, con- 
cerning the Stripture. | 

But - when they have written like Divizes, and have 
been driven to ſtate the Controverlie truly, they have 
been forced to fuch Conceſſions, as have overthrown 
the Political Hypotheſis, For, | 


I. They cannot deny,- that the Scripture was defign- 
ed to be a Certain and Infallible Rule of Faith to all. 
This Be/larmin proves 1a the beginning of his Contrc- 
verſies ; where he ſhews at large, That the Law was 
the Rule in the 0/4 Teſtament. To the Law, and to the 
Teſtimony. Bleſſed aye they that ſearch thy Command- 
ments, &c, That in the New Teſtament Chriſt proves 
his DoQrine by the Scriptures, and refers the Pha- 
riſces to the Scriptures, and confuted the Sadduces 
out of them. That the Apoſtles dire& Chriſtians to 
honour , and eſteem, and to rely upon them. And 
then he proves, that a Rule of Faith muſt be Certain 
and Known ; and for the Scriptures, he faith, Nihil 
eſt Notins, nihil Certius. Nothing is more Known, no- 
thing more Certain. How can this be, if there be ſuch 
Myſtical Knots which tye it together, that none but the 
Church-Gaides can unlooſe ? How can this then ever be 
ſo Known, as to be a Rule of Faith to the People ? And 


- not meerly « Rule, but a moſt Certain and Safe Rule. 


Which 
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Which is the greateſt Non-ſenſe in the World, if it 
cannot be underftoond by thoſe, who are to make it 
their Rule. They may as well fay, That Algebra was 
23 Rule for Maſons and Carpenters, and a Jacob's Staff 
for a Taylor's Meaſure. 

. But Mr, S. hath-beaten his Brains fo long about Rules 
and Rs{ers, and that which is ruled and regulated by 
them, that we'muſt not expeCt that he ſhould be tied 
down to Cardinal Be//armizr's Notions ; and therefore 
I muſt conſider what he faith,after above Twenty years 
hard labour about theſe things. - - _ 1: 


Fle tells me plainly, I quite miſtake che meanis of the Thind In 
word Rule, | For (faith he) it ſpeaks: Refitude. No *" 2: 31. 


doubt a Right Rule doth. Bur ftill I miſtake his mean- 
ing. How ſo? There muſt be a Re&itude in the Rule. 

at is wot it. What then? It muſt be evident Refituae, 
#, e. Evident to. be Right. Not ſo. I hope we ſhall 
come at it at laſt. 1+ zs ſuch au Evident Refitude as pre- 
ſerves thoſe who regulate themſelues by it from Obliquity or 
Deviation,that is, in our Caſe, from Errour. And is this 


the wonderful Myſtery ? There wants but one Word | 


to make it paſt diſpute, viz. who effeiFually regslate 
themſebves by it. For Regulating is an ambiguous Word, 
and may be taken, either 1. For what a Man takes 


and proteſles to be his Rye which he is to a& by; ſo- 


a Ciceronian regulates himſelf by Cicero, 3. e. he declares 
his Manner of Speech to be the Rule he orders his Speech 
by. And yet it-is very poflible that ſuch a Man may 
uſe Phraſes which are not Cicero's, for want of ſufficient 
Skill and Care. 2. For what he doth in - Confor- 
- mity to his. Rule. ' And ſo he doth Regulate himielf 
by Czcero, who doth not in the leaſt ſwerve from his 
Manner of Speaking. But Cicero is the Rule to both 
theſe. And fo the Queſtion here comes to this, Whe- 


ther 


\ 
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ther that can be faid to be a true IntelleQual Rule, 
which Men through their own default; and not through 
any defeCt in the Rule, may deviate from ? If a Rule 

in it {elf Certain, and be certainly received for a Rule, 
that is ſurely enough to make ita Rule to a Man ; but 
it is not neceſſary to :;the being of a Rule, that a Man 
can never deviate from it by his-own Fault. For, there 
i5no Intelle&ual Rule can be aſſigned, but it is poſſible 
for a free Agent to deviate from ; although he do at 
the ſame time profeſs it to be his Rule. Do not all 
Chriſtians agree the Commands of Chriſt to be an In- 
fallible Rule of Life ? And F. 8. by his admirable Lo- 
gick will either prove this not to be a Rule, or thar it 
15 impoſſible for” Men to Sin. For, faith he, 4 Rule 
ſpeaks Redtitude, and that [ach an evident one as preſerves 
thoſe who regulate themſelves by it from Obliquity or De- 


wiation, Yes, ſaith he, this is very plaia,thoſe who Re 


gulate themſelves by Chriſt's Rule, cannot Sin ; I grant 
it, thoſe who do effeCtually Regulate themſelves by it ; 

but Others may profeſs this to be their Rule,and the moſt 

Infallible Rule of Life, and yet through their own Fault 
may deviate from it. So here Perſons may own-the Scrt- 

pture to be a moſt Certain & Infallible Rule as to! Truth 

and Falſhood ; and they are ſure while they efteAually 

regulate themſelves by it, they can never Err ; but 

while they profeſs to do it, they may. So that all 

Mr. S*s Subtilty vaniſhes into nothing, by ſo plain and 

calie a Diſtinction. Therefore T am till of the mind, 
that a Rule of Faith 1s that whereby we are to judge 
what we are bound to believe as to. Divine Revelations. 

No, faith F. S. I ought to havelaid, It is rhat by which, 
while we follow it , we ſhall be abſolutely ſecured from 
erring in Faith. This follows from the Ret:itude of 
the Rule, that while Men keep to it, they cannot Err ; 
4 | but 
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but it doth not follow from the Nature of the Rale, 
that Men muſt neceſſarily follow it. For is it poſſible 


for Men to miſunderſtand a Certain Rule or not?s.e.ſuch 
a Rule which if they truly follow, they ſhall be ſecured 


from Erring : If not, then the Rule muſt be plain and - 


evident to all 4s rg to ſuch a degree, that they 
cannot fail in.judging by ir. Tf it be poſſible, then, 
although the Rule be in it ſelf Certain and Iofallible, 
yet-it 1s poſſible for Men to. Err through ſuch a Mi- 
{take, and while they think they follow the Rule, they 
may run into Errour. And it is ſtrange to me, that 
Mr. S. in all this time hath not diſcerned the Fallacy 
that hath miſled him. If it hath really miſled him, 
and not been ſet up by him, on purpoſe to Confound 
and Confute Hereticks, as he tells the Cardinals at 
Rome. But one of that Number hath fully proved, as 
I have ſhewed already, that the Scripture was intended 
for a Rule of Faith to the People ; and then it follows 
from F. S. himſelf, that while they Regulate themſelves 
by it, they can never Err. What Reaſon then can be 
given, why ſuch a Rule of Faith ſhould be kept from 
them ? And the Purſe be tied up with ſo many Myſte- 
rious Knots, which are utterly inconliftent with the 
Notion of a Rule of Faith. | 


IT. They grant, that there is a.great difference in the 
Points contained in Scripture ; of which ſome are 


allowed to be ſimply neceſſary to Salvation ; as thole zelley. de 
which are required to Baptiſm ; and Bellarmin yields, Y% 2*, 


That all theſe Points are certainly. contagned in Scrip- 
ture ; and were the things which the Apoſtles conſtantly 
eached to all People. Who cannot be denied to have 
en capable of Underſtanding theſe things, when they 
heard them preached ; and how could they loſe the 
M Capa- 
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Capacity of Underſtanding themwhen they were writ- 
ten? And if they might till Underſtand'them,then. the 
Scripture hath no ſuch Myſterious Kors, but all Points 
neceflary to Salvation may be underſtood by the People, 
- So that as to theſe Points of greateft Importance, the 
Scripture muſt be left as a Legacy to. all Chriſtians, and 

not only to the Guides of the Church. *' 
| But F.S. craves leave to Explain himſelf ; and it is 
Third Zt- great pity to deny it him. Mriſtake me not, faith he, 

» Þ-4 þ 4 . ; 

1 do not mean Scriptures Letter is not clear in ſuch Paſ- 
ſazes as concern Morality, or the X Commandments ; nor 
in Matters of Fact, as the Marks or Signs of the Meſſias 
foretold by the Prophets ; (Methinks the Myſterious Knots 
_ ſhould have been about Prophecies, ) nor an Parables 
explained by himſelf and ſuch like ; but in Dogmatical 
Points or Tenets, which are Spiritual, and oftentimes oe 
found Myſteries, as a Trinity, Chriſt's Godhead, the Real 
Preſence of his Body in the Sacrament, and ſuch like ; and 
in ſuch as theſe our Rule is not intelligible enough to keep 
the Followers of it from Erring. I Anſwer, Either the 
Apoſtles Preached theſe Points to all Perſons as neceſſary 
to their Salvation, or they did not.. If not, how come 
they to be zeceſſary to be believed now ? If they did, 
then the People were capable of Underſtanding them 
when they heard them, and therefore may as well 
underſtand them when they read them. I do not 
mean the Manner as to the Trinity and Incarnation (as 
to T ranſubſtantiation, I know nothing in Scripture about 
it either as to Thing or Manner) but the Revelation of 
ſuch a DoQrine. So that if theſe Points be owned to 
be neceſſary to Salvation, they muſt be ſo plain that Men 
may-untzeritand their Duty to believe them. For, that 
15 the Bound I keep my ſelf within, that all things Neceſ- 
iary to Salvation, . are ſo plain, that we may be _— 
0 
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of our Duty to believe them ; but:if not; we may Err 


without Prejudice to our Salvation. 


Mr S. asks what I mean by all things neceſſary to Salva- P1 
ziou. Nothing but what all others do mean by- ir. 


Did Chriſt ( ſaith he) teach any unneceſſary Points ? 
Alas for him ! But are all Points taught by Chriſt, or 
written in Scripture, equally neceſſary to the Salvation 
of all People ? No, he ſaith preſently after, That he 
will grant that fewer means than the Knowledge of all Chriſt 
taught, may ſuffice for the Salvation of ſome particular 
Perſons. Very well ; now I hope he will make ſome- 
thing of the main buſineſs in hand, viz. To prove that 
Abſolute Certainty of all that Chriſt Taught, is Neceſ- 
ſary to Mens Salvation , when he grants that ſome 
may be Saved, without ſo .much as Kowing all that 
Chriſt Taught, To' what purpoſe was all this Heat 
about the Certainty of our Faith, as to all that Chriſt 
Taught, if at laſt ſome may be Saved without fo much 
as Knowing it.? How doth Mr. S. prove, That thoſe 
ſome are only the: Ignorant People in the Church of 
Rome ; but that all Ours are tied tqno leſs than Infal- 
lible Certainty of all that Chriſt Taught. He would: 
have done well, to have proved ſuch a Privilege for 
Iznorance to have been limited to their Communion ; 
and that no Claim can be allowed as to the Circum- 


&- 42. 


ſtances of any other particular Perſons. Some few (he pag. 48. 


faith again) may be Saved without the Knowledge of ſuch 
and ſuch Points, ſlender Motives being enough for their Cir- 
eurzſtances. | thank Mr.S. for this. It ſeems the Point as 
to Salvation is gained, unleſs particular Perſons among 
us can be proved to be none of theſe few. But where- 
ever they are, it ſeems they may be Saved; but I hope, 
not without True and Saving Faith ; whence it follows, 
that ſuch Faith hath no neceſlary Relation to theſe 
| M 2 high 
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high Points ; and there is no need of Infallible Cers 
tainty, as to them, ofall Chriſt Taught. Oae of theſe 
high Points, is that of Tranſubſtantietion ; too high 
for me and Thouſands: and Millions beſides, ever to 
apprehend, let us do our utmoſt ; nay we cannot ap- 
prehend ({uch is our dulneſs) that we can have any 
Certainty, as toSenſe or Reaſon, if we hold it, We 
hope therefore F. S. will enlarge his Number, and not 
talk only of ſome Few that may be Saved without the 
Knowledge of ſuch deep Myſteries ; we deſire to be 
admitted into his Number, for truly our Capacities can 
never be ſtretched ſo far, as to comprehend the Poſſh- 
bility of Franſubſtantiation. Suppoſe our Motives be 
ſlender, yet they are ſuch as move us to. that degree, 
that we cannot overcome the ReluCtancies of Senſe, and 
Reaſon, and Revelation, and Tradition againſt it. 

But Mr. S, brings. himſelf off with- a Se/vo ; T hough 
all Points are not neceſſary for every particular Perſon, 
yet all of them are neceſſary for the Body of the Church, 
whoſe Paſtors are to Inſtrut# their Children in them, and 
apply the Efficacy of them to their Souls, as their Capacities 
aamit, and Exigencies require. It ſeems ſtill they are 
not Neceſſary to particular Perſons, but according to 
their Capacities and Exigencies, but they are to the Body 
of” the Church. But how came they to be Neceſſary to 
the Body of the Church ? For Inſtance, The Point of 
Tranſubſtantiation is a very deep Point ; and although 
particular Perſons may be Saved without believing it, 
yet I cannot underſtand how this deep Point comes to 
be Neceſlary, in any Reſpect, for the Body of the 
Church. I hope F. S. will not deny this to be one of 
his Neceſſary Church-Points : Let him then ſhew,how 
it comes to be ſo Neceſſary for the Paſtors of the Church to 
bnſtrutt their Children in it. My Capacity, I aſlure _ 
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will:not reach to this ,. and therefore I hope I-may be 
excuſed ; and in his own-words, my mind is not' capa- 
ble of being cultivated by ſuch elevating Conſiderations. 


' + I do not believe there is any ſuch danger of the Flocks 


dying , or falling ſhort of their full growth they might 
7 a. fi rs Plentifal Sako che C hwokith 7s. 
elegantly ſpeaks, if they do not believe Tranſubſtantia- 
tion, or any ſuch deep Points. 

But ftill we have »o Abſolute Certainty of onr higheſt 
Fundamentals. . No ? We affirm the Contrary ; and 
from Abſolutely Certain Grounds. Ir is Abſolutely Cer- 
tain, that whatever God Reveals is true, and ought to 
be believed by us. And we are, as abſolutely Certain 
as Scripture and Reaſon can make us, that God hath 
Revealed the Fundamentals of our Faith. Bux there # 
Experience to the Contrary. What Experience ? That 
we are: not Certain ? We affirm that we are; and 
who can tell beſt ? How comes Mr. S. to know we are 
not Certain when we ſay we are ?* But all are wot, as 
Socinians, &c, What are they to-us * Are not we cer- 
tain, becauſe ſome are not Certain ? W hat pittiful Rea- 
ſoning is - this ? Is Mr. S. Certain of his Infallible 
Ground of Certainty, Oral Tradition? Why ao T ask ſuch 
a Queſtion ? For very good Reaſon ; becauſe there are 
ſotne not Certain of it, and even in his own Church ; 
but cry out upon it, as Fallible, Fallacious, Dangerous, 
and DeftruQive of Faith , and-leading to | Atheiſm. 
From whence it follows, on Mr. $*s. Principles, that he 
cannot-be Certain himſelf, becauſe others are nor; 
Nay, it 1s impoſſible he ſhould have any Certainty on 


his own Grounds. For he can-have no Rule of Cer- 


tainty, as I ſhallevidently provefrom his own Words. 
A Rule muſt have Abſolute Certainty ; Ablolute Cer- 


 tainty. there cannot be where Perſons are left uncertain; . 
x bur. 
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but there are many in the Church of Rowe, that nof 
only doubt. of his Rule of Infallible Certainty , but 
. utterly deny it , and diſpute againſt it, How is it 
' = then poſlible, for him to be certain of it on his own 
Grounds ? 
But it is time to proceed to another Objection againſt 
cur Rule of Faith. | | 
Third Let VIII. F.S. ſaith,We can be no more certain of our Rule, 
wr 4%" rhanwe are of the Truth of the Letter of Scripture ; bat we 
; cannot be certain we have the Right Letter, unleſs we have 
4 Right Tranſlation, and that muſt be from a true Copy; 
no Copy can be true, unleſs Conformable to the Original ; 
and oboe be any failure in any of theſe, nay, if we have 
not abſolute Certainty of all theſe, we cannot bave any ab- 
ſolute Certainty of our Faith. | 
This Obje&ion, thoſe of the Church of Rowe, who 
believe Scripture to: be a Rule of Faith, (though not 
' the Complete ) are concerned to Anſwer, as well as 
we, For, the Matters of Faith contained in Scripture 
are convey'd to their Minds after the ſame manner. 
' Page 51, But Mr.S. faith Their _ is different from ours. Do not 
they make the YVulgar Tranſlation Anthentick? And will 
not the ſame Objections then lie againſt all thoſe who 
rely upon it ? Let us fee how F. 8. clears this Matter:: 
1. The Canon of the Books comes down, ſaith he, by the 
Teſtimony of all Chriſtian Churches, that are truly Chri- 
tian, And we ſay, the Canon of the Books comes 
down by the Concurrent Teſtimony of all Chriſtian 
Churches , however differing in- other things. And - 
herein, Ithink, we have much the advantage. For, 
we do not except againſt the Teſtimony of my Chri- 
ſtian Churches ; nor condemn them as not truly Chrt- 
ſtian till their Cauſe be better heard and examin'd. 
2. The Doftrine of Chriſt, ſaith he , transfuſed into the 


hearts 


8). 


hearts of the faithful,borh taught them how,and. obliged then Pages ts 


#ocorredt the Copy in thoſe particular Texts that concerned 
Faith, What is this, but; in plain terms ro expoſe 
the Scriptures to the 'Scorn and Contempt of Atheiſts 
and Infidels? Who would defire no better a Concel- 
ſion than this, that the Scripture hath been corre&ed 
in Matters of Faith, according to the Faith. ;'of the 
Church. Tf this be granted, it-is impoſſible to prove 
that we have any true Original Texts , i» Matters of 
Faith : For if the Church did corre& the Copy in 
thoſe particular Texts, which concerned Faith, accord- 
ing to the Senſe of the. faithful ; then the Church in 
every Age might ſo corre it : and conſequently we 
can never be ſure, that the Texts continue the ſame for 
any two Ages together .; unleſs it be firſt proved im- 
poſſible for the Senſe of the Church to vary in any two 
Ages ; 'or of thoſe who think, themſelves bound+to:cor- 
rect the Texts. And I ſhould be very forry 'to have 
my Faith reſt upon ſuch a ſlippery Foundation. I will 
put the Caſe, as to the Arias Controverſie, How was 
it poſſible for the Nicere Elthers to have convinced 
the 4r;4»s on ſuch a Suppoſitibn as this ? © Youalledge 
« ſeveral Texts of Scripture, might? they ay, to prove 
* the Godhead of Chrift,, and his Equality with the 
«& Father ; but how can we know that theſe were Ort- 
« ginal Texts, and not-correfted by the Guides of the 
& Church then , according tþ their own Senſe? We 
© do not deny that there werefome leading Men of this 
* Opinion , and having gained a Party to themſclves, 
* they corrected the Texts according to it : And there- 
&« fore we can never be- ſatisfied ,, that theſe were the 
* Original Texts, becauſe weican bring down a Tradi- 
* tion of a contrary Senſe from the Apoſtles times. 


I do not ſee what ſatisfaQtion they could. ever receive, 
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if this pernicious Principle be allowed, that the Texts 
were to be corrected in Matters that concern Faith, ac- 
cording to the Senſe of the Church. But he faith ir is, 
If any Erronr, through the careleſneſs, unattentiveneſs , 
or malice of the Tranſlators, or Tranſcribers at any time 
had crept in. This doth not one jot mend the Matter. 
For it the Faith of the preſent Church be the Rule, then 
the Texts. are to be corrected according to -it, and the 
blame to be. laid on the Careleſneſs or Malice of Tran- 
Mators and Tranſcribers. This 1s a miſerable Account 
of the Certainty of Texts of Scripture in Points of 
Faith ; As to other Texts of inferionur concern, as he 
ſpeaks, they conld be beſt corretted, by multitudes of 
other ancient Copies , the Churches Care flill going a- 
long, as was y ro in the high:ſf manner , by the 
Council of Trent, that ſo it might be as exait as Fluman 
Diligence :could well .render it. As to multitudes of 
-Copies they ſerve us as well as them ; but as to the 
Care of the Council of Trexr, 1 am by no means ſa- 
tified. For x. They went no farther than a Tranſla- 
tion, and declared that Authentick; without due re- 
ard to the Original Text. 2. The Care taken was not 
7 exact ; for then Clemens the Eighth did great Injury 
to Sixtus the Fifth, when he recalled and correfted his 
Bibles in ſo many Places after Szxtus the Fifth, hMpub- 
liſhed his for an ExaQt Edition, 3. There are ftill 
complaints 'in.the Church of .Rome of want of ExaQ- 
neſs in the Vulgar Latin. 4. After all this is-but Hu- 
22azx Diligence, and no ſuch Abſolute Certainty, as Y.S. 
requires from us. 
Bur it may be, he will ſay, That he doth not at all make 
# his Rule of Faith ; Let him declare ſo much ; and then 
we know what to. Anſwer. T his is ſtill purting off. There- 
fore.I will give a diſtinQt Anſwer. ; Gs 
E 


( 39) 

I. We do utterly deny that: it is. in any Churches 
Power /-#0. corret# Original ' Texts , becauſe” they ' rom- 
traditt the Senſe of the preſenm|Charch; or any Trans 
ſlations any farther, than they' differ from the Origt- 
nals. And I do not know any aſſertion that ſhakes 


more our Faith, as to the Scripture, than this of F. S. | 


doth. 

II: The early Appeals. made to Scr;prare in Matters 
of Faith, by the Writers: of the Chriftian Church , 
make us Certain that there could be- no ſuch A4lrera- 
t40ns or Correttzons of the Texts, according to the ſe nſe 
of the Correftors. -- As for Inftance., we find the 
Places produced againſt the Ariazs uſed before aga inſt 
the Samoſatenians and: Artemonites, | 

If it be ſaid, They might corret# the Fathers to. T- 
anſwer, That there 1s no imaginable Ground for any 
ſuch ſuſpicion ; becauſe the: Fathers lived in diſtant 
Places. and Countries, - and therefore when their Teſti- 
monies agree about ſome places of Scripture alledged 
by them, there can be no Reaſon to ſuſpe& any Cor- 
ruption or Alteration of the Text. As for Inſtance, no 
one Text of the whole New Teſtament, hath been 
more ſuſpetted than that of 15S. John 5.7. There are 
three that bear Record in Heaven, &c. And' it cannot be 


denied, that there hath been great variety, both in the 


Greek and Latin Manuſcripts about it ; yea; there was 
ſo in S. Jeroms time , as appears by his Preface to the 
Canonical Epiſtles; who charges the leaving it out to 
the unfaithfulneſs of the Tranflators. S. Jerom is cri- 
ed out upon as a Party in this. Controverſie, and there- 
fore it is ſaid on the other fide; that he put'it in- as 


favouring his own Opinion. But his Integrity is vin- ' 
dicated herein , becauſe S. Cyprian fo long before the 5. <prier. 


Arian Controverſie produced this Place, So that our 
N Cer- 
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Certainty as to Scripture doth not depend npon th® 
meer Lee , -but upon comparing the beſt and moit 
antient Copies, with the Writings of the Fathers, who 
ſtill made uſe of the Scriptures in all Diſcourſes and 
Debates about Matters of Faith. 

III. The variety of Readings in Matters that are not 
of Faith, cannot hinder our Certainty in Matters of 
Faith. We do not pretend , that there is no kind of 
variety in the Copies of the New Teſtament 3 but 
F am of Opinion that this. rather eſtabliſhes - than 
weakens our Faith. For, conſidering the great Multi- 
tudes of them, and how inſignificant-they are, it ſhews 
that this Book was liable to the common Accidents of 
Books ; but get, chat there is no fuch variety, as to 
make one ſuſpett any Frand or Deſign 4n the Alterati- 
ons that appear in the Manuſcript Copies. And as to 
Tranſlations that have been made among us, the Peo- 
pe who are nqt able to examin them by the Originals, 

ave no Reaſon to fuſpeQt them, as to any Matter of 
Faith,, Not meerly from the Skill and Integrity of the 
Perſons, and the Care that hath been taken, but be- 
cauſe it was ſo much the Concernment of ſome Men 
to have lefſen'd the Credit of our Tranſlations, as much 
as was poflible, and they have not been able to pro- 
duce any thing that might ſhake the Faith of a con- 
ſidering Man. | 

If it be faid after all, This is but Human Faith, and 
not D:vize; I anſwer, 

IV. We muſt be careful todiſtinguiſh the Certainty 
of Human and Divine Faith in this Matter.. We do 
not pretend that we have an Abſolute Divine Certainty 
of things that are only capable of Human Certainty ; 
and we do not fay, that we have only Human Cer- 
tainty of things capable of Divize Certzinty. If the 
Queſtion 


(nl. 
Queſtion be put concerning the ObjetFs of Divine 
Fiith, then we do anſwer, That we have a Divine 
Certainty of them from thoſe things , which are the 
- proper Evidence of Divine Revelation. We believe 
che DoQtrine of  Chrift with a Divine Faith , becauſe 
it was confirmed by Miracles and Prophecies : We be- 
lieve the New Teſtament to be written: by the Holy 
Spirit, becauſe the Promiſe of the Spirit was fulfilled 
upon them; and _— in a thing of fo great. Con- 
cernment to the whole Chriſtian” Church. Bur if the 
Queſtion be asked onl ? concerning a Matter of FaCt, 
as whether the Books that bear ſuch Names were writ- 
ten by the Perſons',- whoſe Names they' bear ; | then I 
can have no greater Certainty than belongs to a- Matter 
of FatQt; but then it is ſo circumſtantiated; that I have 
a preater and more abſolute Certainty, as to this, then 
any other Matter of FaQt which wants the Proofs thar 
this hath, And: if as to' Books, and Copies, and 
Tranſlations, we have as high a Certainty, as the thing 
is capable of, it is madneſs.to expe and require more. 
For where there is'but a Human Teſtimony, there can- 
not be the Certainty of Divine Faith, which muſt not 
only have a Divine Objeft , bur muſt reſt on- a Divine 
Teitimony-; but- where the Teſtimony is Hamer, the 
Certainty muſt be ſuch as relates to'the higheſt of that 
kind, Bur ſtill, fuch-a Faith-may have Abſolute Cer- 
tainty of its kind ; and/although 1m regard of its Tefti- 
mony it be Human Faith , yer in regard both of its Ob- 
jeep, its inward Cauſe, and its EfeZFs, it may be truly«call- 
ed Divine. | | 


IX. Thelaft Objet#com is; converting the Number of rhid tn. 
Canonical Books, Pray ſatisfie us (faith Mr. 8.) about this rr, P58. 


exec Number of Books 5 and how many will juſ# ſerve 
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turn. One would think by his ObjeCtions, f-S. were 
preparing Matter for the Critical Hofer) of the New 
Teſtament, he ſeems ſo concerned to {leſſen the Autho. 
riry of it. But I ſhall Anſwer jections he offers, 

1.T here may have been Books loſt thatfwere written by Per- 
ſons divinely inſpir'd, and we have no' unanimous Conſent 
of the Chriſte Church that there is none loſt.; and thoſe 
Books might contain Matters different from, or to be ſuper- 
added to the Canon we have now ; and without this, we can 
have no Certainty, that the Books we have now, contained 
all the Divine Revelations, I Anſwer, 


I. If we have the unanimous Conſent of the Chri- 
ſtian Church, that we have the Canon of the New 
Teſtament entire, then we have their Conſent , that 
there, is no Book, written by Divine Inſpiration, loſt, 
And this appears by the Conteſt in the. IV. Ceatury, 
about the juſt Number of the Canonical Books ; The 
Churches thea difter'd about ſome Books not then 1ni- 
verſally receiv'd ; as the Apocalypſe 1n- ſome, and. the 
Epiſtle to the Hebrews in others. Which ſhews, that 
the Churches were then ſo fſolicitous to preſerve an 
Books that appear'd to be written by Perſons laſpir'd, 
that although theſe did then want Univerſal Conſent, 
yet they were ſtill kept, and read, and diſpers'd, till 
upon further Examination. they came to be Univerſally 
read. It is not therefore in the leaſt probable they 
ſhould ſuffer any, Apoſtalical Writings to be loſt. 


IT. This is to charge the Chriſtian Church with' fo 


+. groſs a Neglect, as overthrows the force of all his Ar. 


uments for Tradition... For we. muſt ſuppoſe an Apo- 
olical Writing ſent to ſome Church'by Dire&on 
of the Holy Spirit, and yet that Church be ſo noto- 


rioully 


= - Coup 
, . rioully careleſs, as to loſe a Book containing in it many 

Points of Faith ; now I appeal to any one of common 
Senſe, whether he could truſt their Word for Matters 
of Faith,” who could be ſo negligent as to loſe a great: 
many Points of Faith at once. And the more ſuch a 
Book were diſperſed , the Argument is” ſtill ſtronger 
againſt Tradition. Belides,. this ſhews the great In- 
ſufficiency of Oral Tradition, if theſe Points of Faith 
are loit ; becauſe ſuch a Book was loſt, wherein they 
were contained. . If Tradition had been ſo effetual a 
Means of - Conveying Matters of Faith, it ſhould have 
appear'd' in ſuch a Caſe, viz. in preſerving ſuch Mat- 
ters of Faith, though the Books were loſt : But we 
find nothing like this, ſo much as pretended. . Although 
it were much eaſter pretended than proved. 


_. Mz This is to ſuppoſe the: Providence of God not 
to be immediately concerned in preſerving Books-writ- 
ten by Divine "Over Mr.S.doth really ſuppoſe that 
Books written by Divine Inſpiration may have been loſt, 


or at leaſt that we cannot prove that they are not : But - 


ave think it a conſiderable .Proof,- that they- could not, 
becauſe the Divine Providence doth ſo immediately con- 
cern it ſelf -in preſerving that which, tends ſo much to 
the Good of his Church. If « Hair doth ot fall from 
our Heads, nor a Sparrow fall on the Ground, without 
the Providence of God ( as our Saviour affirms) is it 
not very unreaſonable to ſuppoſe that .a Divine Book, 
written for the. Benefit of the-Chriftian Church, ſhould 
be wholly loſt ? Eſpecially conſidering the extraordi- 
nary Care the firſt Chriſtians took, in Times of the 
greateſt Perſecutions, to preſerve the.Scriptures ; and 
no force or violence could extort them out of their 
hands. On Mr. $'s Suppoſition, it was-no hard Mat- 


ter 
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ter for a Book of Scripture to be loft, viz. if the ſeveral 
Books had been committed to the Cuſtody of ſome 
Men in Truſt for the whole Church ; butif we conſider 
-the things as they really were, it will appear hardly 
: poſſible. For the Books were not keptup at firſt in a few 
| hands, but diſperſed abroad in multitudes of Copies, 
and received with mighty Veneration both on the Ac- 
count of the Authors ot them, and the Matters contained . 
in them. They wereread both in Publick and in Private, - 
they heard them in their Aſſemblies, and they made 
them their coaſtant Imploymeat at home ; they were 
their Rule of Life, as well as of Faith. And how is it 
poſſtble to. fuppoſe any Book fo received, ' fo'efteemed, 
ſo diſperſed, fo conſtantly read, could be futfer'd to be 
loſt among Chriſtians ? | 127 4 
If it be ObjeCted, That they were not all ſo eſteemed at 
firſt,. as appears by the Epiſtle ro the Hebrews, and therefore 
might more eaſily be loft ; I Anſwer, That however they 
were not univerſally received at firft, yet they were by 
thoſe Churches to whom they were written ;. and 
among them they were not kept.up, but mighrily di- 
ſperſed ; ſo that there was no way to loſe them, from 
the firſt ſpreading ofthem abroad; unleſs we can ſuppoſe 
ſuch multitudes of Chriftians to conſpire together to 
ſuppreſs a Book of fo great Concernment to themſelves. 
As if Perſons who claim an Eſtate by virtue of ſome 
Deeds, ſhould all agree ro imbezel them, or any ma- 
terial part of them. Here was no pretence for Regi- 
ſters and Abridgments, which ſome make ufe of to 
leflen the Authority of the Books of the Old Teſtament ; 
for here we have the very Authentick Writings of the 
Apoſtles, and their own Epiſtles in their own ſtyle and 
Expreflions. And ſuppoſing the Churches, to whom 
they were {ent;to hayereceived'themas their Wang 
"_ an 
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and to have communicated them toothers, as they did, 
"F do not ſee, under theſe Circumſtances, how a Book, 
containing Divine Revelations, could be loft. 


IL He ObjeQts, That the Canon of Scripture was not Page 5% 


| entire, but deficient for ſome hundreds of years, till the 
whole Canon was colletFed and acknowledged, and therefore 
fo long the Church had no Perfet# Rule of Faith. 


I Anſwer, | 
I. Idiftinguiſh between a Compleat Rule of Faith, 
anda Compleat Canon of Scripture. For, if the Books 
owned and univerſally received, contain in- them all 
Matters of Faith, then the Rule of Faith 1s Con, 
although ſome particular Books may be ſtill in Diſpute.. 
As for Inſtance, it is certain, that in St. Jerom's Time, 
the Church of Roxxe did not receive as Canonical the 
Epiftle to the Hebrews ; Had not that Church therefore 
a Compleat Rule of Faith ? If God hath fo abundantly 
rovided for his Church, that there may be a-full Reve- 
ation of alt Points of Faith in the reft, then the difpu- 
ting the Authority of ſuch-an Epiſtle, doth not dero- 
gate fromthe Compleatneſs of the Rule of Faith. For, 
if they have all Points of Faith, they muſt have a Com: 
pleat Rule of Faith. _ 


II. Tt is no Prejudice to the true Canon of Scripture, 
that ſome Hicaker Books of the New Teſtament were: 
for ſome time diſputed by ſome particular Churches, 
For, if it were & 


one without Gronnd, it doth refle& 


more on thoſe Churches than on thoſe Books; eſpecially- 
when thoſe very. Churches afterwards received them; 

And this was the Caſe of the Charch of Rox, as to- 
the Epiſtle ro the Fiebrews ; St. Ferom affirms, That not 


only- 
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only the Greek Churches all received it, but that all-the 
Ancient Writers did ſo; and not meerly as an Eccliſia- 
ſtical, but as a Canomeal Epiſtle, Therefore this muſt be 
a late thing 1n the Church of Rome ; and in probability, 


' began upon the Vovatian Controverſie, which Epiſtle 


Third Let- 
ver, Peg 7s 


was thought too much to favour the Novetian Dottrine; 
and when that Controverſie did abate, that Epiſtle re- 
covered its Authorzty in the Church of Rome. But Mr.S. 
is angry with me, for refleFing onthe Church of Rome 
for not receiving the Epiſtle to the Hebrews in St. Jerom's 
Time ; which (he thinks) was an A of Prudence, au- 
tecedent to the Judgment or Determination of any Church, 
whether Greek or Latin. . One may ſee by this how well 
verſed he is in the Canon of Scripture, -when St. Jerom 
declares,that not only all the Greek Writers received it, 
but all the Ancient, and that as Canonical, Was here 
no antecedent Judgment of the Church 1n. this Mat- 
ter ? Doth not the Conſent of all Ancient Writers, 
even in St. Jerom's Time, make a Judgment of the 


' Chureh ? But he adds, That what I make 4 heinoas + 


Crime in the Church of Rome, was a commendable 
Caution in it, That which I faid, was, That it hence 
appear*'d, that the Church of Rome was far from being 
believed. then. to have the Authority of making the 
Canon of Scripture, or being Infallible in Faith, And 
what faith F.S. in Anſwer to this ? Not one, Syllable, 
but runs it off to another thing. | 

But why do T not as well blame the Greek Churches for 
not receiving the age? They do not pretend to 
ſuch Authority and Infallibility in this Matter, as the 
Church of Rowe doth. . I do not deny that there were 
ſome. Greeks then to blame in rejefting the Apoca- 
lyple, but Bellarmin ſaith, they were: but few and 
obſcure Perſons ; and he produces the Teſtimonies of 


Tuſtin 


« Hl. 
he Wy Pom ov i 
Faſtin: Martyr, Irene, ' Theophilus Antiochenus, Melito * 
Oar ; Dioeyſu Alexandrings, Clemens Alexandiiwiis). 
Priges and Athanſis, all approving it. ' And rhe Oc- 
cafion. of diſputing it aroſe from 'the Millenary Opi- 
nion, which ſome- thought they could not confute, as 
long as the Apocalypſe had ſuch Authority in the 
Church. - © OTIS 8 213 
And ſuch'Diſputes as'theſe, which wore off by de- 
grees, are no real Prejadice to the Canon of the New 
Teſtament, which was at firſt generally received ; and 
although fome few Books were:conteſted for a time, 
= they recover'd their Authority; arid-haveever fince 
en received by''the' Qoiverfal Conſentiof all Chri- 

ſtian Churches. = ; 
IL. He ObjeQs againſt this Univerſal Conſent, the 


Teſtimonies of Marcion, *Ebion, Valentinus, Cerinthus, 76-4 Le 
«ud 'Epiphanius his | orher Hereticks', who vejetted the 359 


Canon of the New Teſtement. © Could any: Man bur F.'S. 
make ſuch an ObjeQion as this,? But he had-a-mind 
to bring me in as a Favourer of all Hereticks ; and, as 
luch' another Man of Integrity! hath: done, 'of «/l Ant- 
Catholick and Anti-Chriſftian' Doitrines, (But Where have 
I given any Occaſior for ſuch ſpiteful Refle&tions? AM 
that I faid,.'was, We have the Univerſal ConſenrofF. all 
Chriſtian Churches for the Canon of ' the New Teſfta- 
ment, ie. Of all ſince the time , that: the Epiſtle'/to 
the Hebrews was receiv'd in the Latin, and the Apo- 
calypſe in the Greek Churches ;- notwithſtanding all 
the Diviſions they have ſince fallen into, yet they had 
no Ditterence as 'to the Canon of the New Teſtament. 
And this I inſiſted on-as the Ground of our Certainty, 
vis, The Unanimous Conſent of all the great Bodies of 
Chriſtians, that have continued under different Deno- 
minations to this day. Pp | x 

| | q 


Page 7h» 


| asked, / What: I 'nieant by ;the-Cheiftiafi! 
Anſiver was, That i was that mhich was made ap of al{Cbrj. 


(9) 
To this he gives. no other Anſwer, but thaf. my Ami 
ſiver to the Fifth Qutftion,. 66.comtident with. that to the 
Eaargh, ' 1. thought, $4 40 izthe.iSelfevident way, 
would have liked my Anſwer the beiter- for” i. Bur 
he doth notomprehend the'defign of it. I had.faid 
before, That we relied on the Univerſal Teftimony of 
the Chriſtian Church ; upon that the 
urchc/My 


ftian Churches ; i.e. faith F. S.: That all the: Parts 'make 


the Whoke ; and what lacongruity, is there 2 When 


Page 75. 


Mr.G.;faid, That the 'Chiififn: Church may. bertaken 
in ſeveral Latititdes, he defired to know tn what Senft 
I took it ; and could I anſwer him more direttly than 
to tell him, 1'took it in the largeſt /Senſe, as it was 
majle up of all. the: Parts. ; arid, notJin{furh:a 'Senſe-as 
they, dog, who give the Denomination of the Whole'to 
2 Part'?+ But by this I ds not ſecludi\aN Heretiets. - F dd 
not take upon me to judge: of all the Bodies of Chri 
ſtians in the World, whether they. be juſtly charged 
with Hereſie or not; hut:I take them only as” Chr 
friavs,: ahd from their' Univerſal Confent, :£ prove” the 
Certainty-of the Canon of Scripture.  Hereby ' F profeſs 
4 Brotherhood with Extrementitious /Outcafts, I know 
not whatBrotherbood lies in makinguſe of their Teftimo- 


- Ny ; butT had rather do it, than with unſufferable Pride 


Page'76, 


and Folly call ſo. many Bodies of Chriſtians;” for whom 
Chriſt died, Excrementitions Outcafts, But although he 
ſeems to own that their Teftimony-doth ftrengthen the 
Evidence for the Canon of the New Teftament ; yet he 
calls it back again, and for extraordinary ' Reafons. 
1.1hey may have corrupted the Letter of Scxipture,although 
they may allow of the Books. Let us then take their Te- 
ftimony for the. Books, and examine the Letter _ 

wards. 


aeſtion: wah 
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wards. 2. This Univerſal Teftimony muſt reach to Page $7: 
each Chapter and Verſe; but we. muſt have' Aſſuvince not 
08ly of each Verſe, but of each fiquifirans World mv thEFRrf. 
How hardly are ſome Men ſatwfied aboar theCertainty 
of Scptute-! ! Are there not different Copies ti all Parts 
to examin and compare, if there be cauſe} of Miſtruſt ; 
and-,if: there be none, \'What Prejudice%is this t0'our 
Certainty ? At. Fs Men may urgue agunfFeyery 
thing; and that there' can. be no Certzinty of any 
Writing, unlefs the Perſon ſtood by and ſaw the” Au- 
thor write ; and even. then he might queſtion his 
Senſes too. Thele þ11 rn do indeed le robe at fIn- 

v/pelt t weſs theCaufe; 4 handy 

Torges fo Poft are called* in to boryoboyate the ee 
What a deſperate Cauſe is thar, 'which forces: Men to 
fling ſuch Dirt in the Face 'of ſo many-Clriftian* 
Churches? And that without the lealt Bvidence oor. 
Proof againl{t them.' How come alt the Greek, Abyſſee,, 
Coptick, Qriextal Chriſtians, 'to be compared to Ky ht. 
of the Poſs, becaule they afford a Concurrent * 
wittius aboutetipCariadof the: Nbw Teftimornt ? "Thi 
may be the. honeſteſt and'beſt Patt bf Chriftert 
for any thing F. S.knows ; and whar Juſtice: cant! ere? 
be' in Jah Unchariedble- Cenſures ?' It is'not/er 
tor you-. to ſay, They arc* alt 200oynted Here-" 
ticks or Schiſmatioks! by! you; |'f6r we rhe” frmow® 
how unjuſt-and nnreatonabte your\'Ceriſdres are 10" 
es —_— have nv Caule od Rey ag their at fich a 

q | 


Firſt Let- 
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I now.come toithe laſt part of my. Task, which is 


to examin.the 'Arguments produced to. prove the" In. 
fallibilityof Oral and Prattical Tradition. | 

The main Argument is thus ſet down by Mr..S. 4/! 
Traditionary Chriſtians believe the ſame to day which they 
did yeſterday, and. ſo up to the'time: of our Bleſſed -Savi- 
our.; and if they follow this Rale , they can never ery in 
Faith, and ah gag are Infallible. And they could not 
innovate in Faith, unleſs they did forget what they held the 
day before, or out of malice after it. 7 

Il the; Parts.-of this Argument' Mr.'S. endeavours 
to ſhew to.be" Self-evidext:; but an. truth: it is:a' Se/f- 
evident Fallacy ; as I ſhall ſhew at large. . But before 1 
particularly.lay it open, I muſt conſider what he faith 
againſt the Method I uſed in the Conference for an- 
{wering Feycgrn Ot. 19. 2281 | w 

.. I chen shought,; and do till, that the cleareſt. An- 
ſwer to an Argument , which proves a' thing impoſli- 
ble was to bring an undeniable Inſtance that ſuch a 
thing really was, which: was proved impoſſible to be. 
And to this purpoſe I produced: the Inftaxce of the Greek 
Church, mhich profeſſed to follow. Tradition, and yet they 
could not deny to have erred. 

This Mr. S. ſaith, Is giving no Anſwer at all ; for this 
it no Anſwer to his Argument, but producing a new Argu- 
mient againſt him. And he magilterially tells me} Tat 
it is my thrn to anſwer ; and therefore I am. confined. to 
Concedo, Nego: or Diſtinguo : «s the Propoſitions are 
erther true, falſe or ambiguous , or I may deny the Infe- 
rence, if I find. more terms in the Concluſion than in the 
Premiſſes. But theſe are my Bounds which T muſt not ex- 
ceed. But with ſubmiſſion to theſe ns, 1 anſwer, 
That where an Argument is deſigned to prove a thing 

1M- 
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impoſſible, which is contrary to Senſe and Experience, - 


the. producing; an evident Inſtance is the plaineſt and 
ſhorteſt way of Anſwering ; as wellas in an Induftion 
which is allowed to be diſproved by a plain Inſtance. As 
inthe Caſe of Ze»o's Argument _ Motion ; Dio- 
genes his Moving was a far more efteCtual Anſwer, than 
if he had ſtood a great while with his Concedo, Nego 
and Diſtinguo. J.S. confeſſes, That the wanity of Ze- 
no's Argument was not ill ridiculed by Diogenes his 
moving before him. And why might not I then ex- 
Poſe.the vanity of this Demonitration by the Inſtance 
of the Greek Church ; unleſs ſome fault be found in 
the Inſtance. He brings the Argument , and I an In- 
e againſt it, what are People the wiſer ?. and. which 
ſball they-be for ; the Argument or the Inſtance ? Reno 
brought - his Argument ,., and Diogezes his Inſtance ; 
were not By-ſtanders the wiſer , when it ſo apparent- 
| ly proved the-foppery of the Argument ? Doth F. S. 
think the vanity of it was not enough expoſed by that 
means ? But he ſaith, This « excepting againſt the Con- 
cluſion , when there lies none againſt the Premiſſes. No 
ſuch Matter; for it ſhews there is a Fallacy in the 
Premiſles : It is however but an Argument, ad. hominem ; 
call it what you will, ſo it doth my buſineſs ; to ſhew 
the vanity of the Demonſtration. This way doth but 
ſham an Adverſary. And truly that is a great matter, 


if they be ſuch as P.G. They are of no uſe for diſcovery of 


Truth. As much as laying open Sophiſtry helps to the 
diſcovery of Truth ; which is not a little when we deal 
with Sophiſtical Diſputers. 

But we come tothe Inſtance. How doth he after all 
clear this Inſtance of the Greek Church ? Doth he de. 
ny that they hold to Tradition ? No. Doth he deny 


that_ they have erred notwithſtanding ? ATITS = 
ait 


* 
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faith is, That P. G. was no ways obliged not to 


deny that 
the Greek Church had erred in Points of . Faith. No? 
' then he mult grant that 'the Roman Church hatherred, 
for they contradift each other. Let him- take his 
choice ; one doth my buſineſs as well as the other, and 
' more effeQtually deſtroys the pretence of Infallibiliry an 


the Roman Church, But I ſay, #hey did-wor” ery. . 
W hat is my faying to the tulicels in hand * \ Beſides, 
there are other Points contradiftorily held between 
the Greek and Roman Churches , -befides that of the 
Filiog; and the Argument holds as well in any other, 
as in that. And therefore he muſt tix the Errour on 
one 1ide or 'Other. ta;l1ik 913 

Aﬀeer all this flouriſhing he takes heart,and refolves 
to grapple with the Inſtance, Ler #s ſee what your In- 
ſtance will ao. Now I thought we ſhall havea gdire& 
Anſwer. But I am Ganigely diſappointed. -'For he 
runs ſtill back'to that, That I do not believe it erred. W as 
the Inſtance brought againſt me , or againſt P.G? 
But his Anſwer doth not make or mary the baſoneſs. The - 
baſineſs of the Demonſtration- it doth, and that was 
my buſineſs. But rhis doth not prove that a Charch g0- 
p Tradition errs',” unleſs I will grant that the 
Greek Church hath erred. W hat ſtrange Trifling is this ? 
The Diſpute was about P. G's, Argument, and not 
my. Opinion. Is this the Anſwer to the Inſtance a- 
bout the Greek Church which Mr. 2. promiſed? 
If this paſs for an Anſwer, I think F. 8. may defend Sure 
footing. T mentioned P. G's. Anſwer, T has the Greek 
Church followed Tradition till the Arians left that Rule, 
and took up a new one. And why ſaith J. $. hath he not an- 


ſwered well? Becauſe he did not aofwer to the-purpole; 
which was not about the Arizns, but the prefſene 
Greek Church. But « Church may follow Tradition at 
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one time, ind leave it at another. Very true; but the 
Greek Church.did not forſake Tradition, and yet erred. 
And therefore Tradition and Errour were found t 

ther, -and therein lies the force of this undeniable In- 
ſtance. The reft is ſuch Trifling, that I am really 
aſhamed to anfwer it over and over. Still he attempts 
to give an Anfwer, and ſtill fails ; but it.is fomething 


new, and therefore ſhall be conſidered. His Auſwer, ,,, c 


faith F. $: holds as well as to. the. preſent as Greek 
Church. His anſwer {Where is it ? It was that 2 

who err in Faith maſt leave Tradition. But the Greeks 
did not leave Tradition, and yet erred in Faith ;' fo 
that the: Inſtance hotds good ſill. He denies that-Er- 
rour and Tradition can be found together in the Greek 
Charch, or any other Amcient or Mobers, 4, e. the Con- 
cluſion muſt be held againft all che fnſtances in the 
World. Bur I onght to ſay , whether the differences were 
in matters of Faith. Yes, in {ſuch which che Church of 
Rome accounts matters of Faith., But how cax ay ervins 
Church (till plead Tradition and adhere to it? Anſwer 
the Inftance ; for the Greek Church doth plead: Tra- 
dition. Bur chew pleading Tradition is #0 more but quot- 
ing ſome Expreſſions of ancient Writers,as the Arians aid: 
Not fo mi ter ; for the Greek \Church relies moſt up- 
on Tradition from-. Father to Son .in PraCtiſe of any 
Church in the World. But if they adhere to Tradition, 
and that Tradition leads them to: Chriſt, who could noterr, . 
how can they poſſibly err ? For, pray did Chriſt. teach any 
Errour ? No certainly. When 4 Father believed what 
Chriſt taught him, and the Son what the Father believed, 
aid not the Son too believe what Chriſt taught? Run it 
on to the laft Son that foull be born in the World , muſt: 
not every one believe what Chriſt taughy, if every one be-- 
lieved what his Father believed?” | p 
| And. 
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And ſo Goodnight to the. Greek Church ;- we are 
come -back to the Argument. I might as well have-In- 
ſtanced in the Latin Church it ſelf. Truly I think ſd too ; 
and ſo you ſhall find in a ſhort time ; and how little 

Advantage you pet by ſuch a Challenge. 
. But tt ts impdſſuble for a Church to adhere to Tradition, 


and jet to Err ; therefore if the preſent Greek Church have 


Erred, it has not adhered to Tradition ; if it have adhered 
io Tradition, it hath not Erred. That is, the Argu- 


.ment muſt - be good, let the Inſtance be what it will. 


But an calic DiſtinQion will ſhew the Weakneſs of this 


. Adherinz to Tradition may be taken Two ways. 


I. For Adhering to Tradition, as the Rule and 
Means of Conveyance of Matters of Faith, 

H. For aQtually Adhering to that very DoQtrine which 
Chriſt caught, and hath ever ſince been truly convey'd 
down by Tradition, 


In this latter Senſe: we grant it impoſſible for Men to 


Err, while they aQtually adhere to that very DoQrine 
which Chriſt taught, and is ſuppoſed to be deliver'd 


down by Tradition, But this is not the Matter before 
us; which lies in theſe Two Points. 


I. Whether Tradition be an Infallible Way to con- - 
:vey the Doctrine of Chriſt down to us. 
IT. Whether it be impoſſible for thoſe who hold to 


This as Their Rule, to Err or not. 


And ſo the Anſwer is plain to the main Argument. 
Tf by Traditionary Chriſtians, be meant ſuch*as adhere 
to that very Doctrine which. Chriſt-taught, and was 

D _. . aQtually 


_ 
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atually conveyed down tothem, then ſuch Traditio- 
nary Chriſtians, fo believing, cannot Err. 

But if by - Traditionary Chriſtians be meant ſuch 
as take Tradition for an Infallible Rule of convey-- 
ing all Matters of Faith ; then we ſay ſuch Traditio- 
nary Chriſtians may and have Erred : And that for 
Two Reaſons. 

I. Becauſe Tradition is no Infallible Rule. 

IT. Becauſe although it were, - yet Men might Err, 
cither by miſtaking it, or departing from it. 

But 7 ith. F. S. They ceaſe to be Traditionary Chri- 
ſtians if they do not believe the ſame" to Day which they 
aid Teſterday, and ſo up to Chriſt. 

It by Traditionary Chriſtians be meant, they do 
not really believe what Chriſt taught, we grant ir, 
that they are. | | | 

If by Traditionary Chriſtians be meant ſuch as bear 
the Name of Traditionary Chriſtians, and look on 
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Tradition as their Rule, and imagine they have the . 


lame Faith which Chriſt taught ; then they are till 
Traditionary Chriſtians. 

And now I am to give a clear and diſtinQt Anſwer 
to the Demonſtration of the Infallibility of Oral T radi- 
tion, as it is managed by F.S. and taken into Pro- 
poſitions. 

I. All Traditionary Chriſtians believe the ſame to 
day which they did yeſterday, and ſo up to the time of our 
Bleſſed ' Saviour. Þ. S. hopes T have nothing to ſay to 
this ; but he is miſtaken. For I have many things 
to ſay to lay open the Notorious Fallacy of it in every 
Clauſe. | | | | 

I. All Traditionary Chriſtians. Who are they ? 
Are all Chriſtians Traditionary Chriſtians ? This were 
to the purpoſe, if it could be proved. But how =_ 

this 


P 
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this-appear ? Why is it not ſaid, Al Chriſtians have 
gone upon this Principle ? He knew this could never 
have been proved. And therefore he puts in the 
thing in diſpute, and would have it taken for panced, 
that there were no other but Traditionary Chriſtians. 
- Which I deny, and I am certain he can never prove 

it, Suppoſe then-that there were —_— not Tra 
ditionary as well as Traditionary, the Propoſition ap- 
poony ridiculous; fo far is it from Demonſtration. 

raditionary Chriſtians believed ſo ; Non-Traditionary 
Chriſtians believed otherwiſe ; and which are to be 
believed, is the Queſtion ; and that to be determined 
by the Certiainty of the Gronnd they went upon ; 
and ſo weare come to the Debate between Scripture 
and Tradition. 2455199 


Il. All Traditionary Chriſtians believe the ſame to 
Day which they did Teſterday, This is cap of a 
threefold meaning. \ 


I. That they do aftually believe the ſame to Day 
which they did Yeſterday. Which is a: meer con- 
tingent thing, and proves nothing. - Or, 

IE. That they are bound to believe to Day, as they 
did Yeſterday. And that may be on ſeveral Acs 
counts, | Es, 


I, Becauſe they ſee Evidence from the Word of 
God to Day as well as they did Yeſterday. 

IT. Or becauſe their Guides of the Church teach 
them the ſame to Day which they did Yeſterday, 
whom they believe to be Infallible.. = 

II. Or, meerly becauſe they receive it by an 0r4/ 
Tradition, and not on the other Accounts ; and then 

it 


the ſame Language 0 Day which they did Yefterdny _ 
| - P.2 
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it proves no mote than that'they are bound to do it 3 
and it- is too-well known that many fail 'to' do” what 
they are bound to. * | 


Or II: That they do Tafallibly believe the ſame to 
Day which they did: Yeſterday. But then this-ought 
to have been inſerted in the Propoſition, That Tradi- 
tionaty Chriſtians cannor fail to believe to Day what 
they did Yeſterday. If it be ſaid, That thus is im- 
plyed in their being Traditionary Chriſtians, then I fay, 
the whole is a Fallacy of i» 2445; for he ſappoſes all 
true Chriſtians to be Traditionary Chriſtians, and then 
that they Infallibly hold to Tradition as their Rule, 
and from thence he proves Tradition to be Infallible. 
But if the Body of Chriftians may go upon another 
Rule, - or if going upon Tradition, . they may miſur- 
derſtand it, then there is no inſeparable connexion in 
the ſeveral Links of this Chain. + * * | 

And there is a further Fallacy in ſuppoſing thar if 
any change in Faith happens, it muft be as fudden and 
remarkable, as if all Men ſhould #0 day refuſe to be- 
lieve what they believed Tefterday, ' Whereas the chan- 
ges of Opinions are oft-times wrought” by infenſible 
Degrees, and many concurrent Cauſes ; and ſome- 
times the very ſame Words maybe uſed and the Faith 
altered, as in the Caſe of Mer, Sacraments, Saerifice, 
&c, which ſheweth Men may continue the very fame 
Terms, and yet beheve quite a different thing. - And 
where Changes are gradual, it is very unreaſonabfe 
to pitch upon ſucha preciſe and narrow ſpace of time, 
as between to Day and Tefterdey, By the* fame Me- 
thod, one may demonſtrate it to be impoſſible that 
any Language ſhould be'chanped ; -'for Peopte fpeak 


and 
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and the ſame Teſterday which they did the Diy before, 
and ſo up to the very building of Babel; An yet 
we all know that Languages are continually changed, 
and to ſuch a degree, that in ſome Ages they can- 
not underftand, what was at that time intelligible 
by all. In ſuch caſes, it isenough to aſſign the go 
neral Cauſes and Reaſons of Alterations without fix- 
ing a preciſe and determinate Time. And thoſe I 
{ſhall ſpeak to afterwards. | 


III. 4nd ſo up to the time of our Bleſſed Seviour. 
To prove any thing from hence it muſt be ſhewed, 


I. That there can be no Pretence to Tradition ta- 
kenup without Ground ; for if there may, it can by 
no means follow, That if Men pretend to Tradition, 
that Tradition muſt run up to the Time of Chriſt. 

But then they ceaſe to be Traditionary Chriſtians. 
What then ? Not in pretence, for they may call 
themſelves fo ſtill ; but in reality they are not. 


H. That if Men lay claim to a Rule they muſt al- 
ways obſerve it. We do not pretend to it as to the 
Scripture : And what Reaſon is therefor it as to Tra- 
dition ? But if Men may pretend to follow Tradition, 
and do not, then from their being Traditionary Chri- 
ſtians, it can by no means follow that this Tradition 
muſt be carried up to the Time of our Bleſſed Si- 


ViOUT. | 


IT. The ſecond Propofition ts, And if they follow 
this Rule, they can never err in Faith, This is pat- 
pably ſelf evident, ſaith F. S. Soſayl too, but it is 

only to be a meer Fallacy. © 
0 


® 
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-To follow this Rule is to believe the ſame to. Day 
which Shop did Teſterday, and ſo up to Chriſt, or down- 
wards : FA they did this from Chriſts time, and ſo for- 
wards, they muſt continue to believe the ſame to the End 
of the World. | | 
If they really. believe the ſame Dottrine which 
Chriſt taught, no doubt they cannot err.” But the 
Queſtion 1s, Whether this be an lafallible Rule for us 


' to Judge, they could never miſtake in this Rule, nor 


follow any other : For if either of theſe could happen, 
the Demonſtration is loſt. If it were poſſible for Er- 
rors to come in {ome other Way, or for Perſons to 
miſapprehend the DotQtrine delivered; then it is 
not poſſible for us by this Way' to be convinced they 


. could not err. The latter I have already ſpoken to ;. 


I ſhall now ſhew that there were ſome other ways 
that Errors might come in. And here I ſhall paſs 
over the Common Infirmities of Human Nature, which 
I thiak Oral Tradition can never Cure, and which 
leave Men always lyable to Error ; but I ſhall name 
ſome more particular Ways of introducing them. 


I. By the Authority of Falſe Teachers. And for 
this 1 ſhall not run back to the Falſe AYpofbles and: Se- 
ducers in the Apoſtles times and| afterwards ; but 1 
ſhall bring a preſent-Inſtance in the Church of Rome ; 
and that 1s of Michael de Molinos, a Perſon folemn- 
ly condemned at Rome, ..28., of this Year for. 

$ Propoſitions taken out of his Books and owned by 
himſelf, «s the Decree ſaith ; which are there ſaid to 
be Heretical, Erroneom, wr der reuny” Offenſive, Raſs; 
Seditious, and contrary to Chriſtian Diſcipline. This 
Man is ſaid to have had Thouſands of Dilciples in 1«- 
ly, in the very Heart -of the Traditsonary Church: 
; Now, 


Zuſeb.l.5. 
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Now, I defire F: 8. to inform me, If Tradit;on be Is: 
fallible,” and that be the Way followed in the Charch 
of Rome, how it was poſſible for ſuch Multitudes to 


| be deceived in Matters of ſuch Conſequence ? To ſay 


they were not deceived, is to expoſe the Authority of 
the Guides of the' Church of -Rome to the. greateſt 
Contempt; To ſay they were deceived, is. to own, 
That notwithſtanding T radition, a fingle Prieſt may 
gain ſuch Authority, as to deceive Thouſands; and 
where lies then the Infaliibility of Tradition ? 


II. By Enthuſiaſm, or a Pretence to Immediate Re- 
velation. For this I ſhall not produce the Old In- 
ſtances in Eccleſiaſtical Hiſtory, as of Montanus, Af- 
clepiades, Theodotus, Manicheus, ' Arius, Aitins, &C. 
who all pretended to Revelations for their particular 
Opinions. But I ſhall keep to the late Inftance of 
Molinos, who afferts, That the PerfeQion of a Chri- 
ftian State lies'in « Simple, Pure, Infuſed and Perfett 
Contemplation, above the Ufe of Ratiocination or Diſ- 
curſive Prayer, and that in order to this, nothing is fo 
neceſſary as Self-annihilation, This DoCtrine 1s now 
condemned -'at Rome; but how came it into the 
Church ; - Did not they believe the [ame to Day whith 
they did Tefterday ? If there were Oral Tradition for 
it, how came it to be condemned ? If not, then not- 
withſtanding Oral Tradition, dangerous Dottrines 
may getin-under a pretence of a more Sub/ime , and 
Spirituel Way of Perfef#ion, ' than is tobe attained in 
> = Dull and Heavy Way of Tradition from Father 


HI. By a Preferice toa more Secret Tradition. And 
thus Chriffianity was at firft corrupted, * by ſuch us 
pretended 
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pretended that there was a Myſtical DotFrine deli- 
vered by Chriſt of a more purifying Nature, than the 
Plain and Common DoQrine taught to all People-by 
. the Apoſtles. So Hegeſippus in Ewſebine affirms, 'That 
the Chriſtian Church was corrupted by this Means ; and 
to the ſame Purpoſe Irenew. So that Tradition was 
{o far from ſecuring the Church from Error, that it 
" was the Means of bringing it in. And the Pablick Tra- 
. dition could not hinder this coming in of Error, be- 
caule the Secrer Tradition was' ptetended to be more 
Divine and Spiritual; the other was only for Babes, 
and this for grown Chriſtians. | 


IV. By Differences among Church-Guides about the 
Sexfe of Scripture and Traditions Thus it was in the 
Samoſatenian, Arian, Pelagian, Neſtorian, and Euty> 
chianControverſics, Neither of the Patties diſowned 
Scripture or Tradjtion; and thoſe who were juſtly 
condemned, pretended {till to adhere to both. - And 
if fuch Flames could not be prevented, fo much 
nearer the Apoſtles Times w by the help. of Tradition; 
Wag Reaſon can there be to expeQ it ſo long at» 
ter | 


V. By too great a YVereration to ſome. particular 
Teachers, not far from the Apoſtolical Times, in 
regard to their Learning or Piety ; which made their 
Diſciples deſpiſe Tredir:on in Compariſon of their No- 
tions, And thus Origens Opinions-came to prevail ſo 
much in the Church ; and the Mixture of Plaraniſn 
with Chriſtianity proved the occaſion of ſeveral Er: 
rors, ' with Reſpe& to the State of Sowts after Death, 


as well as in other Points.. 


VI. The: 


Euſeb. 
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VI. By Compliance with ſome Gentile Super ſtiti- 


ons in; Hopes to gain more eaſily upon the Minds of 
the People ; who having been long accuſtomed to - 


the Worſhip of Images and Tutelar Deities, it was 
thought no Imprudent T_ in ſome Guides of the 
Church, when the main 

renounced, to humour the People in theſe things ; 


{ſo they were Accommodated to Chriſtianity ; but others - | 


vehemently oppoſed this Method, as repugnant to 
the True Primitive Chriſtianity. But by Degrees, 
thoſe Superſtitions prevailed; and the Original Trads- 
tioz of the Church thereby corrupted. 


VII. By Implicit Faith ; which puts it intothe Pow- 
er of the Church-Guides to introduce what DoQrines 
they thought fit. When the beſt of the People were 
told it was againſt the Fundamental Rights of the Ca- 
tholick Church for them to examine any Opinions 
which were propoſed to them by their Guides, That 
they neither did, wor could, nor ought to underſtand 
them ; and when once this Point was: gained, People 
never troubled themſelves about Scripture or Tradt- 
zioz ; forall they had todo, was only to know what 
was decreed by the Church, though with a No#-06- 
ftantetoa Divine Inſtitution; as is plain in the Council 
of Conſtaxce,notwithſtanding all the Tricks to avoid it. 

If then, Errours might come into the Church 
all theſe ways, what a vain thing is it 'to pretend, 
_ Oral Tradition will keep from any poſlibility of 

rror ? 

And ſo I need give no other Anſwer to his laſt 
Propoſition , That if Men did innovate in Faith, 
it muſt be either through Forgetfulneſs or Malice ; = 


rines of Paganiſm were , 
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I have ſhewed many other Cauſes belides theſe ; eſpe- 


cially ſince'T intend to ſhew ina" particular Diſcourſe” 


how the (Errors and Corruptions we charge'on the * 
| Church of Rowe didicome into it : My deſign here 
being only. to ſhew the Poſibslity of it. 

There remain only two things which deſerve any 
' Conſideration; 7. About the Charge of Pelapzani/m. 
2. Aboutthe:Conncil of ©T rents Proceeding on Trad:- 
tion'; which will admit of an eaſie Diſpatch. 

I. As to: the Charge of Pelagianiſm. It doth not 
lie in this, | T hat he = Abaghar, mr” Inducementsto 
Faith, which we do aſſert as well as he. But it lay 
in theſe Two things. _ | 


I. That'a Divine Faith was to be reſolyed into a 
Natural Infallibility. - For we were told that Divine 
Faith. mu#f\ have Infallible Groijyds ; and when we -: 
come to examine them, we' find nothing but what is 
Natural. And now to avoid the Charge of Pela- 


gianiſm, this Divine Faith is declared to be meer Fu- Third Let- 
wan Faith ; and ſo Human Faith is ſaid to have In- !P: 24- 


fallible Grounds, but Divene Faith muſt ſhift for it (elf. 
For faith'F. S. ?Tis' confeſs d and ever was, that the 
Human Authority of the Church or Tradition, begets only 
Human Faith as its Immediate Effet ; but by Mn 
it up to Chriſt, it leads us to what's Divine, Well ; 
but what Iyfallible Ground is tliere for this Divine 
Faith ? Where” doth ' that fix ? 'Is it on the T»fal/1bz- 
bility of Tradition 'or not ? If not, then we may have 
Divine Faith without it. If it doth, then Dzvine 
Faith is to be reſolved into Natural Means ; And what 
is this but Pelagianiſas Pl oo ON 


Q IT. That 
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Fahh Fin Il. That he excludes the Piows Diſpoſition. of the 
diced, Will, from piecing out (as hecalls it) the. Defet? of the 
be 0590 ro why we Believe, And in another place he ex. 

cludes the Wills Aſſiſtance in theſe words, That Faith, 
or 4 Firm and Immoveable Aſſent upon Authority is not 
throughly Rational, and by conſequence partly Faulty, if 
the Motives be not alone able to convince an Underſtana- 
ing rightly diſpoſed without the Wills Aſiſtence. How 
then can a prows Diſpoſition of the Will be neceſſary in 
order tothe Act of Faith ? And is it not Pelagianiſm 
to excludeit? | 


Page 157» 


Therefore I was in the right, when I ſaid, That 
this way of Oral Tradition reſolves all into a meer Hu 
»men Faith; and that this is the unavoidable Conſe 

Fage 27, quence of it. No, he faith, he reſolves all into Chyxi 
"and the Apoſtles teaching, How ridiculous is this? 
For, did not Pelagius and Caleſtive the very ſame ? 
And the thing I charged upon them, was, That the 
went no farther upon this Principle than they did. 
Upon this he asks a very impertinent Queſtion ; but 
if Ido not Anſwer'it, I know what Clamours will 
follow. Pray ao you hold that Chriſt. is a meer Man, 
or that Believing him is 4 meer Fluman Faith, or that 
the Detrine taught by Him or Them is mweerly Human? 
W hat Occaſion have I = for ſuch a Queſtion ? 
But I perceive there is a delign among ſome, to make 
me be believed to be no Chrittian. I-pray God forgive 
the Malice of ſuch Men. I thank God, I have better 
Grounds for my Faith than Oral Tradition. I do be 
lieve Chriſt to be more than meer Man, even the E 
ternal Son of God, and that his Dof#rine is Divine, 
and his Apoſtles had Infallible Aſſiſtance in delivering 
WH. 
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it, But what is all this to the preſent Queſtion ? 
I. perceive ſome men when they are hard pinched, 
cry out, that their Adverſaries- are Mthes/ts or Socf. 
nians, &c. and hope by this means to divert them 
from the buſineſs before them. But theſe Arts will 
not do, And ſuch a Duſt cannot fo blind the Rea- 
ders Eyes, | but he muſt ſee it is- raiſed on parpeny 
that he may not be diſcerned in makingan Eſcape. 


Il. As to the Council of Trents proceeding upon 
Tradition, That which I ſaid, was, The Church of 
Rome hath no where declared in Council, that it 
hath any ſuch Power of making Implicit Articles of 
Faith contained in Scripture to become Explicrr by its 
explaining the Senle of them. And the Reaſon I 
gave, was, Becauſe the. Church of Rome doth not 
pretend. to make New Articles of Faith: But to make 
ImplicitiDo&rines to become Explicit, is really fo to 
do ; as1 there proved. Now what ſaith F. S. to this ? 


IT. He ſaith, That the Council of Trerit defines it be- 
longs to the Church to judge of the Trae Senſe and Inter- 
pretation of Scripture. As though' all that belonged 
to the Church, mult preſently belong to the Church of 
Rome ; or all Judgment of Scripture muſt be Infallible; 
-or muſt make things zeceſſary to be believed which 
were not fo before. 
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IT. He ſhews,, That the Church did praceed upon this 
Power. Whar Power? Of making things not Nece(- 
fary to become Neceſlary ? 
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I. It declares Seſl. 13. That from ſome Texts men- 
tioned, the Charch was-ever perſuaded of the Dottrin of 
Q 2 Tran- 
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Trayſubſtantiation: This is an admirable Argument, 
to prove, that it can make that Neceſſary to be belie- 
ved, which was not, becaule it was always believed. ' 


' Il. Sefl. 14. 1 declares 1 Cor. 11. to be underſtood of 
Sacramental Confeſſion by the Cuſtom and Prattiſe of the 
Church. Then I ſuppoſe the Church thought it' 
Necellary before. __ ; 


III. Sefl. 14. It declares Jam. 5. to be underſtood of 
Sacramental Confeſſion. But how ? By its Power of 
making it Neceſſary to be believed meerly by fuch 
Declaration ? No ; but by 4poſtolical Tradition; then 
the meaning is, that it was always ſo underſtood. - 


But becauſe the Council of Trenr doth pretend to 
Apoſtolical Tradition for. the Points thete determird, 
and the ſhewing' that it had not:Catholick and Apoſto- 
lick Tradition, 1s the moſt efteAtual Confutation: of- 
the preſent Pretence of Oral Tradition, I ſhall reſerve 
that to another Diſcourſe, part whereof, I hope, will 
ſuddenly be Publiſhed. | | & 3 IN 
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Printed for Flenry Mortlock, at the Phce- 
nix 7 .S. Paul's Church-Yard. 


: \ Rational Acconnt of the Grounds of ProteſtantReligion;being, 
4X = Vindication of the Lord Archbiſhop of Canterbury's Relation 
of a Conference, &c. from the pretended Anſwer by T. C. Where: 
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the Church of England vindicated from the Imputation of Schiſm ; 
and'the moſt impottant particular Controverſie between us and thoſe. 
of the Church' of "Rome throughly examined : By Edward Stilling fleet, 
D. D. and Dean of S. Pauls, Folio, the Second Edition. 

Origines Britannice : Or the Antiquity of the Briesſh Churches, with a 
Preface concen nn pretended Antiquities relating to Britazn, 
in vindication of theBiſhop of S. Aſaph, by Edward Stilling fleet D.'D. 
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tituled, - Sure footing, &c. by Fohn Tillotſon, D. D. to which is ad- 
joyned, A Reply to-Mr. F. S.'s third Appendix, &c. by Edward 
Stilling fleet D. D. | 

ALetter to Mr. G. giving a true Account of a late Conference at 
the D. of P's. 

A ſecond Letter to Mr. G. in anſwer to two Letters lately pub- 
liſhed concerning the Conference at the D. of P. ; 

Veteres Vindicats:1n an Expoſtulatory Letter to Mr.Sclater of Putney, 
upon hisCorſenſus/eterum,&c.wherein the abſurdity of his Method,and 
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ChurchEngland are wiped off;and herFaith concerning theEuchariſt of 
proved to be that of the Primitive Church: Together with Animad- 
—— on Dean Bozleaus French tranſlation of, and Remarks upon 

ertram. | 

An Anſwer to the Compiler of Nubes Teftiam : Wherein is ſhewn 
That Antiquity ( inrelation to the Pointsin Controverſie ſet down 
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by him ) did not for the firſt five hundred Years Believe, Teach and 
PraCtice as the Church of Rome doth at preſent Believe, Teach and © 
Praftice ; together with a Vindication of Yereres Yindicati from the 
late weak and —_ Attempts of the Author of Tranſubſtan- 7 
tiation Defended by the Author of the Anſwer to Mr. Sclaer of ©: 
Putney. Y 

A [otter to Father Lewis Sabran Jeſuite, in anſwer to his Letter to © 
a Peer of the Church of England; wherein the Poſtſcript to the An- * 
ſwer to the Nubes Teſtium 18 Vindicated, and Father Sabrans Miſtakes * 
further diſcovered. j 

-———_ Letter to Father Lewis Sabran Jeſuite, in anſwer to his 
Reply. 1 

f Vindication of the Principles of the Author of the Anſwer to the * 
Compiler of Nubes Teſtium in anſwer to a late pretended Letter from ; 
a Diſſenter to the Divines of the Church of England. * 
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